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Current Topics. 
The Draft New Middlesex Deeds Rules. 

WE PRINT elsewhere draft new rules and fee order varying the 
Land R>gistry (Middlesex Deeds) Rules and Fee Order of 1892. 
Under rule 10 of the Rules of 1892 an official search can be 
obtained in the index for certain specified years, against one 
name, affecting lands in a specified parish, and rule 11 specifies 
the particulars which are to be contained in the requisition for 
tha search. It is now proposed that the official search shall not 
be confined to one name or one parish, and the new rule 10 will 
provide that “ an official search shall be a search made by an 
officer of the Ragistry, in respect of one transaction, extending 
over specified years for all memorials relatiag to specified pro- 
perty.” The new rule 11 makes the necessary alterations in the 
particulars to be contained in the requisition for the search. 
Thus, under the proposed new,rules, only one requisition will 
have to be made for a transaction, The mode of charging fees 
will be altered so as to change the fee from a fixed fee for each 
search to a percentage on the value of the property or mortgage 
dealt with, varying according to the length of the search, and 
subject to minimum and maximum charges, 


The New Middlesex Index. 

THE CHANGE which is thus to be made in the method of search- 
ing is likely to be a considerable convenience in practice, and it 
has been.endered possible by the great improvement in public 
maps due to tbe recent completion of the Ordnance Survey 
maps. This has, we are informed, enabled the Land Registry Office 
to undertake what in earlier years would have been almost imprac- 
ticable, namely the complete reorganization of the index on a map 
basis, under which memorials, instead of being indexed by 


| names and parishes only, are allocated to the definite parcels of land 


to which they relate. The preliminary work involved in the 
formation of the new index has entailed a considerable amount 
of labour and thought for several years, and it has also, during 
the like period, absorbed a sum roughly equal to the whole of 
the surplus revenue of the Middlesex Deeds Department. 
Among other things, it involved making a sketch survey of all 
alterations that had taken place in the county since the last 
revision of the Ordnance Survey (about 1894), in the course of 
which about 47 miles of new railway, about 294 miles of new 
roadway, 100,000 new houses and plots, and 250,000 house, street, 
and place names and numbers were added tothe map. Provi- 
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sion has also been made for continuing this work in the future, 
so as to keep the map always up to date in all material particu- 
lars. Information as to matters appearing on the map is, we 
are also informed, supplied free of charge. 


Searches under the New System. 


THE INDEX itself is formed on the “ card system,” a card being 
allotted to each eeparate enclosure shewn on the map, and the Land 
Registry Office is now in a position to furnish,at a few days’ 
notice, official certificates of search covering any desired period of 
years, giving complete and exact information as to all memorials 
affecting any piece of land which may be the subject of an 
intended dealing. But, at present, this index will only be 
available for official searches. There appear to be practical 
difficulties in the way of making it directly accessible to the public, 
though having regard to the convenience of official searches this 
does not appear to be a material drawback. It has been arranged 
that the certificates of official search shall ordinarily be obtainable 
within three days of the receipt of the requisition at the 
Registry. It will be desirable, however, where this can be done 
without inconvenience, for the requisition to be delivered on, or 
soon after, the signing of the contract. The issue of the 
certificate can be procured a few days before completion, and a 
continuation certificate (fee 1s. per calendar month) obtained up 
to the day of, or day before, completion. It is intended that 
the new system shall come into operation on the 1st of March. 


Building up a Practice. 

OuR AMERICAN contemporary, Case and Comment, devotes its 
current number to a special series of articles on “ Building upa 
Law Practice,” a most desirable subject if only the golden key of 
success could be discovered. But while the articles are full of 
interest, we cannot say that they get beyond the principles which 
common sense and elementary experience suggest. Mr. LEMUEL 
Foster, of the Detroit Bar, whose article comes first, after 
emphasizing the importance of the lawyer's personality, says :— 
‘Opportunity is also a factor, and influential friends are useful ; 
but without honesty, industry, faithfulness, knowledge of the 
law, and ability to apply bis knowledge, the lawyer will not 
attain high rank in his profession.” No doubt, but this is nothing 
new. Opportunity, and the power to make use of opportunity, 
are at the foundation of success in the law as in other callings, 
save that the man who means success will make opportunity and 
not wait for it. And it is the same when Mr. Foster touches on 
business habits: “In the business world of today the watch- 
words are ‘promptness’ and ‘progress.’ Many lawyers have 
kept pace with the business men in developing habits of order, 
promptness, and high efficiency in their offices, and it will be found 
that the greater number of successful lawyers are found in this 
class.” Certainly, this is essential to success in the law as well 
as in business, but it hardly needs an expert to tell us so. “A 
reputation for paying his bills is a valuable asset to a lawyer.” 
That is so ; also, the possession of clients who pay theirs, which 
is the other side of the question. The subject of separate 
accounts appears to press in America as well as here:—“ All 
moneys received by a lawyer in a trust capacity should be kept 
separate from his own funds, and he should never allow his 
necessities to tempt him to tamper with such funds in the 
slightest particular, or to use them for his own purposes.” By 
trust moneys, Mr. Foster probably means clients’ moneys, and 
the rule is obvious. “ A pleasing personality is always an asset.” 
That is so with the lawyer as much as—shall we say, the dentist. 


Consulting Books. 


Mr. Foster is nearer the mark when he advises lawyers not 
to be afraid of looking at their books. “Young lawyers are 
somewhat diffident about examining authorities in the presence 
of clients ; they feel that by so doing they appear to be ignorant 
of the law applicable to the case, and will lose the confidence of 
the client. This is a mistake.” Here, again, Mr. Foster is 
right, and he adds the useful advice: “An opinion should never 
be given without a clear understanding of the law applicable to 
the facts under consideration. There should be no hesitation 


so doing the questions involved can be settled at once. If more 
extended research is required, the client should be so advised 
and the opinion given later.” In other words the lawyer must 
recognize his own limitations, and the older and more learned he 
is, the more ready he will be todo this. Some points can be 
answered off hand, but in general these are not the points the 
client brings. The points he brings, when they get into court, 


may involve judicial search through a library of books, and 
successive differences of judicial opinion as the case goes up 
through the hierarchy of appeals, and it is tempting fate to give 
an off-hand opinion at the client’s first visit. 


The Virtues of Compromise. 

But THE lawyer's business is to prevent litigation, not to make 
it. This well-known principle is brought out clearly in Mr, 
JosepH T. WINSLOW’S article in the series referred to above, 
and it appears that it is laid down as the eighth rule in the 
American Bar Association's Code of Ethics: ‘“ Whenever the 
controversy will admit of fair adjustment, the client should be 
advised to avoid or end litigation”; the reason being, not that 
every client’s case is a doubtful one in the lawyer’s own view of 
the facts and the law, but that both the facts and the law, as he 
conceives them, have, even in apparently clear cases, a perverse 
way of getting turned upside down in their passage through the 
court, and the verdict and judgment may, in spite of 
the most confident opinion and the best management, come 
out on the wrong side. These chances, says the same rule, 
admonish lawyers to “beware of bold and _ confident 
assurances to clients.” Mr. WINSLOW quotes with effect fiom 
LincoLn: “Discourage litigation. Persuade your neigh- 
bours to compromise whenever you can. Point out to 
them how the nominal winner is often a real loser in 
fees, expenses, and waste of time. As a peacemaker the 
lawyer has a superior opportunity of being a good man. There 
will still be business enough ; do not stir up litigation.” And the 
maxim which forms the concluding subject of Mr. WINSLOW’s 
article will bear quotation: “It is probable that more great 
lawyers owe their success to indefatigable study than to any 
other one thing.” In the United States, it must be remembered, 
there is no distinction between the solicitor and the barrister, 
and the indefatigable study thus recommended may seem to fit 
the career of counsel rather than of solicitor ; but whether in the 
form of study or not, it is certain that hard work lies at the root 
of all great professional success. 


‘*Threat” and ‘‘ Warning’’ in Trade Union Cases. 


THE DISTINCTION between a threat and a warning in trade 
union cases is, perhaps, not altogether an easy o1¢e to grasp, 
but it forms one of the chief grounds on which the House of 
Lords came to a decision in Quinn v. Leathem (1901, A. C. 495) 
different from that in Allen v. Fiood (1898, A. ©. 1), and it 
has been the reason for the decision of the Court of Appeal this 
week in Santen y. Busnach (reported elsewhere). There the plain- 
tiff and the defendants were employed as cigar-makers under 
Messrs. Goprrey PaiLurs & Co. (Limited). The defendants 
and all the other employees except the plaintiff were members 
of the Cigar Makers’ Mutual Association. The plaintiff was 4 
member of the Independent Cigar Makers’ Union. When she 
entered the employment the defendant BUSNACH intimated to her 
that she would have to join their unioa, or they would 
not work with her. On her continued refusal to do so, she said 
that they would strike, and she, with the other defendant, went 
to see the manager. After the interview the manager told the 
plain‘iff that she must go, as the other workpeople were going on 
strike if she would not join their union. Now, according to Allen 
v. Flood (supra), which was decided by a majority in a strong House 
(Lords Watson, HeRSCHELL, MACNAGATEN, SHAND, Davey and 
JAMES of Hereford; Hatspury, L.C., and Lords ASHBOURNE 
and Morris dissenting) the defendants were witbin their right in 
intimating to the employers that they would go on strike if the 
plaintiff remained in the employment. The case was treated as 
involving no element of conspiracy, nor was any breach of 
contract induced. And it seems to have been immaterial, in 
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‘was to be considered as a threat or a warning (1898, A.C., p. 128). 


It is, indeed, of the essence of all such associations, whether 
industrial or professional, that the members shall be at liberty to 
work only with their own members ; and this being so, it must 
be permissible to give any suitable notification of the fact. But 
in Quinn v. Leathem (supra) the distinction was taken between a 
mere warning and a threat, and although that case was also 
decided on the ground of conspiracy, it seems that a warning 
to go on strike which leads to the discharge of a fellow workman 
is not actionable, but a threat to go on strike which has the 
same result is actionable. In the present case of Santen v. 
Busnach the Court of Appeal held that there had been merely a 
warning, and the plaintiff had no cause of action. In fact, the 
court followed Allen v. Flood, which is thus resuscitated after a 
period of eclipse. It remains to be seen, in some future case, what 
further conduct would have turned the warning into a threat so 
as to attract the doctrine of Quinn v. Leathem. It is,’perhaps, 
permissible to suggest that the distinction between a threat and 
warning under such circumstances is too fine for ordinary 
understanding, though Sir FREDERICK POLLOCK has attempted 
to explain it in his work on the Law of Torts (9th ed., pp. 341 
et seq.) 


Date of Determination of Marriage. 


THE CASE of Sinclair v. Fell (ante, p. 145), though based on two 
former decisions, Hulse v. Hulse (1871, L.R. 2 P. & D. 259), and 
Norman vy. Villars (1877, 2 Ex. D. 359), seems to decide a new 
point, namely, that when a marriage is dissolved by a decree of 
the court, the marriage is determined on the date on which the 
decree is made absolute, and not on the date on which the decree 
This general proposition seems, necessarily, to 
follow from the particular matter decided, which was that 
property, coming to a wife between the date on which a decree 
nisi was granted and the date on which it was made absolute, 
was subject to a covenant to settle property acquired during 
coverture. But, if the decision does involve this general proposi- 
tion, it does not seem capable of being reconciled with Prole v. 
Soady (1868, 3 Ch. 220), where it was held that, when the 
deeree had been made absolute, it took effect from the 
original date on which it had been made wisi, so as to 
avoid proceedings by the mortgagee of the husband which, 
if taken during the marriage, would have reduced certain 
funds belonging to the wife into possession, and so have 
deprived her of hor right of survivorship. And while Prole v. 
Soady appears to be a decision that marriage terminates on the 
date of the decree nisi, Hulse v. Hulse and Norman v. Villars are 
by no means decisions to the contrary. It was held, in Hulse 
v. Hulse, that adultery by the petitioner, after the decree nisi 
had been granted, was a good ground for refusing to make 
the decree absolute ; but this is not inconsistent with the decree 
when made absolute relating back to the decree nisi. In Norman 
v. Viilars it was held that, in an action brought by a wife after a 
decree nisi had been granted, a plea of coverture was good, 
because, at the time the action was brought, the plaintiff was a 
married woman, and her husband should have been joined. This, 
again, is not inconsistent with the decree absolute relating back. 
It is a question of status. The material time was the time when 
the defence was pleaded, and the court had to regard the question 
from the point of view of that particular time. No subsequent 
relation back of the decree could alter the fact that the plea at 
the time it was made was good. ‘The correctness, therefore, of 
Sinclair v. Fell appears to be open to question. 





At the London Sessions, on the 21st inst., Mr. Robert Wallace, K.C., 
referring to a prosecution under the ‘‘ White Slave ’’ Act which had 
been withdrawn from the calendar and committed to the Central 
Criminal Court, said there was at present some question of jurisdic- 
tion, In some quarters it was suggested that quarter sessions could 
not try such cases. He noticed, however, that, according to that day’s 
newspapers, a man had been sentenced at Birmingham Sessions to a 
term of imprisonment and a considerable number of strokes with the 
“cat."’ ‘The matter would in due course be determined by the Court 
of Criminal Appeal, and until the question of jurisdiction was settled 


Covenants to Settle After-Acquired 
Property. 


THE practice of introducing into marriage settlements covenants 
for the settlement of the wife’s after-acquired property arose 
from a desire both to exclude the interest of the husband in the 
property, and to protect the wife from her husband’s influence 
in the disposition of the property: see Re Plumptre’s Settlement 
(1910, 1 Ch., p.615). ‘The former was probably the chief reason, 
and it has disappeared with the change in the law effected by 
the Married Women’s Property Act, 1882; but the desirability 
of securing the wife and the issue of the marriage against the 
loss of the property by imprudent dealing with it has led to the 
retention in most cases of the covenant, with suitable provision 
excluding property up toa certain amount fixed according to 
the wife’s expectations. But whether the covenant is to be 
inserted in any particular case should be a matter of careful 
consideration, and unless the influence of the husband is likely 
to be unwisely exercised, or there are special reasons for protectin 
the wife against herself, the covenant should be either omitt 
altogether, or so framed as not to deprive the wife of the control 
of the whole of her property. 

When, however, the covenant is inserted, the effect is to 
impose a specific trust upon the property directly it is acquired, 
and not merely to give the beneficiaries under the settlement 
a remedy at law on the covenant; and this result is usefully 
illustrated by the judgment of SwinFen Eapy, J., in the 
recent case of Pullan v. Kee (1913, 1 Ch. 9). There an 
ante-nuptial settlement made in 1859 contained a covenant by 
the husband and wife for settlement of property of the value of 
£100 or upwards, to which the wife should, during the cover- 
ture, become entitled by descent, devise, bequest, gift, purchase 
or otherwise. Te settlement included the usual trusts for the 
children of the marriage. There were ten such children, 
nine of whom were still living. In November, 1879, 
the wife received a present of £285 from her mother. 
Probably this was intended to be for her absolute use. 
At any rate the covenant for settlement of after-acquired 
property should always leave it possible for the wife to take 
property by gift, so as to be free from the covenant if the donor 
so desires. But whatever was the intention in the present case, the 
£285, directly it came to the wife, was bound by the covenant, and 
should have been paid to the trustees of the settlement. This was 
not done, but the money was paid into a bank to the credit of an 
account standing in the husband’s name, upon which the wife had 
anthority to draw, and for many years nearly all the cheques 
upon the account were, infact, drawn by her. In December, 
1879, part of the £285 was invested in the purchase of two Cape 
of Good Hope bearer bonds for £100 each, and until the husband’s 
death in 1909, the bonds were kept by the bank, and the interest 
was regularly collected by the bank and credited to the 
account. On the husband’s death the bonds were handed to his 
executors. The trustees of the settlement tlaimed in the present 
action to recover them from the executors. 

The effect of the covenant upon property which subsequently 
comes to the wife depends on the familiar principle that equity 
regards that as done which ought to be done, or which is agreed to 
be done. It is this principle also which gives effect to assignments 
of future property. As a direct assignment, the transaction is 
inoperative both at law and in equity, for that which has no 
existence cannot pass by assignment. But where the assignment 
is for valuable consideration, it is treated in equity as a contract 
to assign, and as soon as the property comes into existence the 
contract, in accordance with the above principle, resolves itself 
into an equitable assignment. “A man,” said JESSEL, M.R., in 
Collyer v. Isaacs (19 Ch. D. p. 357), “cannot in equity, any more 
than at law, assign what has no existence. A man can contract 
to assign property which is to come into existence in the future, 
and when it has come into existence, equity, treating as done 
that which ought to be done, fastens upon that property, and the 
contract to assign thus becomes a complete assignment,” And 
the learned judge proceeded to apply this principle to the case of 
a contract for settlement contained in a marriage settlement, “ If 
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a person contracts for value, ¢.g., in his marriage settlement, to 
settle all such real estate as his father shall leave him by will, or 
purports actually to convey by the deed all such real estate, the 
effect is the same. It is a contract for value which will bind the 
property if the father leaves any property to his son.” This was 
substantially a repstition of what Sir Grorce Jesset he pre- 
viously said in Smith v. Lucas (18 Ch. D. p. 543) with reference 
to the wife’s after-acquired property. The covenant binds the 
property under the doctrine of equity that that is to be con 
sidered as done which ought to be done. 

It was argued, however, in the present case of Pullan v. Koe 
(supra) that the effect of the covenant was simply to create a 
legal remedy against the husband, and that this bad long since 
been barred. Directly the wife received the money it became, 
under the then law, the money of the husband, and though he 
was under a covenant to settle it, yet this did not make him a 
trustee; and some support was given to this argument by the 
decision of Woop, V.C., in Spickernell vy. Hotham (Kay, 
p. 675). There, in 1828, a settlor had covenanted by his 
marriage settlement to transfer to the trustees £962 New £4 
per cent. annuities belonging to him. This was never done ; he died 
more than twenty years afterwards, and in an action for 
administration of his estate the trustees claimed: as specialty 
creditors on the covenant. The question really considered was 
whether the action was statute- barred. “The cesfuis 
que trust,” said Woop, V.C., “could not get at the fund in 
any other way than by an action to be brought by the trustees ; 
therefore it is not in any sense a trust on the part of the 
testator "—i.c., the settlor—‘“and the action on the cevenant 
is now barred by the statute.” This statement seems to want 
something in accuracy, for if the stock had still been in the 
settlor’s estate it would, as the Jater cases cited above shew, have 
been bound by the covenant, and would have been, in equity, the 
property of the trustees. The report does not state what bad 
become of it, but from the trustees claiming only as creditors it 
might be inferred that the settlor had disposed of it, and in the 
present case SWINFEN Eapy, J., who had referred to the papers 
in that case, said that in fact the personal estate of the 
testator had been exhausted, and the objet of the suit was 
to obtain payment of his debts out of bis real estate. This put 
Spic'ernell vy. Hotham out of the way, and left the bonds in the 
present case, which represented the after-acquired property of 
the wife, subject to the trust ercated by the covenant in the 
settlement. 

Since the trust arises from the fact of there being a 
contract founded on the marriage consideration, it follows that it is 
only enforceable in favour of thoe who are within that considera- 
tion; and while it is enforceable in favour of the issue of the 
marriage, it is not enforceable in favour of the next of kin 
of the wife, who are mere volunteers: Re J) Angibau (15 Ch. D. 
228); Re Plumptre’s Settlement (1910, 1 Ch. 609); and the 
trustees of the settlement could not enforce it for the benefit of 
such persons. But in the present case this question did not arise, 
since the proceedings were taken by the trustees in the interest 
of the wife and of the children of the marriage. Accordingly the 
trustees were entitled to follow the £285 into the bonds, and to 
recover these as property subject to the trusts of the settlement. 
To such a case the Statute of Limitations does not apply, and 
though the claim is liable to be barred by laches, and this defence 
was at first made, it was given up. 





Reviews. 
Chitty’s Statutes. 


Currry’s STATUTES OF PracticaL Utiniry. -ARRANGED IN ALPHA- 
BETICAL AND CHRONOLOGICAL OrpbER, wita Notes AND INDEXES. 
Tae Sixta Eprrion, by W. H. Aces, M.A., LL.M., Barrister 
at-Law. Von. XL, “Privy Councr.” to “Puptic Stores.’ 
Sweet & Maxwell (Limited) ; Stevens & Sons (Limited), 21s. net. 
The titles in this volume of the new edition of “ Chitty’s Statutes ” 

include Privy Council, Property and Income Tax, Public Authorities 

Protection Act, and Public Health. The Income Tax Acts are not 

altogether a model of draftsmanship, and they probably remain in 





their present form because the task of simplifying and consolidating 

them is too vast for the Revenue authorities to undertake ; but the 

great increase in the tax of recent years, and the apparent permanence 
of the increase, make it important that the work should be done, 

Meanwhile, the present volume gives the statutes, with references to 

the decisions on them, in as convenient a form as the circumstances 

permit. The Public Authorities Protection Act, 1893, is one of the 
most important consolidating statutes affecting procedure, and, though 
as experience has shewn, the limitation which it imposes is in practice 
too short, it has been a great advantage for the rules of limitation to 
be contained in generalized form in this one statute, instead of being, 
as formerly, scattered over a vast numberof statutes. The Act, perhaps 
by reason of its generality, has been already the subject of numerons 
decisions, and these have been carefully collected in the notes. The 
subject of public health is treated separately under its general 
aspect and for London. Certain provisions of the Public Health 

Act, 1875, such as sections 150 and 257, relating to the recovery of 

expenses of improvement works, have given rise toa considerable bulk 

of case-law, and to this the notes appear tofurnish ful! guidance. In 
the section dealing with Public Health in London, the London 

County Council Bye-laws are included. The volume has been very 

efficiently edited. 

The Commercial Laws cf the World. 

Tue CommerctAL Laws oF THE Wortp, CoMPRISING THE Mer- 
CANTILE, Bitts oF EXcHANGE, BANKRUPTCY AND MAnritiMe 
LAws oF ALL Crvinizep Nations ; ToGETHER WITH CoMMENT 
Aktgks ON Civit ProcepURE, CONSTITUTION OF THE CouRTS, 
snp TrapeE Customs. IN THE ORIGINAL LANGUAGES, INTER- 
LEAVFD WITH AN ENGLISH TRANSLATION. CONTRIBUTED BY 
Numerous Eminent SpeciaAuists or ALL Nations. Britis 
Eprrion. Consulting Editor: Str THomas Epwarp Scrurttoy, 
Judge of the King’s Bench Division. General Editor: Wiis 
BowsTEAD, Barrister-at-Law. Vor. XVII.: British Domrntons 
AND ProrecroraTEes IN AmMerICcA. Sweet & Maxwell, Limited, 
£2 2s. net. 

The present volume of the Commercial Laws of the World 
includes Canada and the various provinces of British North 
America; and also the British West Indian Islands and territories 
in South America. Historically, the law prevailing in Canada is a 
subject of great interest, but the commercial law at present in force 
is in general constituted by statutes of recent origin, and, as regards 
history, the introductory notes in this volume are not so full as in 
some previous volumes. The Briti-h North America Act, 1867, by 
section 91, gives to the Dominion Parliament general powers to 
make laws regulating trade and commerce, but these are subject to 
necessary restrictions which are specified in the statement at p. 2 
of the relative powers of the Dominion and the Provincial Legisla- 
tures. The section on Bibliography, commencing at p. 4, gives a useful 
list of the statutes in force in the Dominion and provinces, and also 
of the law reports and digests. The total output of judicial law in 
British territory must be comparable to that in the United States, 
but it is a fortunate arrangement that in practice the decisions are 
rarely qnoted in this country. A table at pp. 14 and 15 sets out in 
detail the conditions of appeal from the various districts to the 
Privy Council. The actual text of the volume contains a vast mass 
of law, and only an expert in the law of each province could pronounce 
upon the correctness of the statements ; but, so far as we can judge, 
no effort has been spared to make the statements clear, and to support 
them by references to the reports. Of course, to a considerable 
extent the law is identical with, or founded on, that of the United 
Kingdom. Thus, the Newfoundland Sale of Geods Act of 1900 is, 
with certain exceptions, specified at p. 460, the same as the Sale of 
Goods Act, 1893. The French law, which was in force in Quebec 
prior to the cession to England in 1763, was continued in force, as 
regards civil matters, by an Act of 1774, and that and the Code 
Napoleon appear to form the basis of the Civil Code enacted in 
1866. But this is one of the matters on which it would have been 
interesting to have more information. The part of the volume 
concerned with British North America has been prepared by Dr. 
Charles Henry Huberich, formerly professor of law in the Law School 
of the Leland Stanford Junior University, California ; the 
remainder by Mr. Wallwyn P. B. Shepheard, Barrister at-Law, and 
Dr. Huberich. 





Books of the Week. 


Licensing Law .—The Annual Licensing Practice, 1913, con- 
taining the Law relating to the Manufacture and Sale of Intoxicat- 
ing Liquors, and to Theatres, Music, Dancing, &c. Being the Sixth 
Edition of Montgomery’s Licensing Laws. By R. M. Monrcomery, 


Sarrister-at-Law. Assisted by E. C. Parry, B.A. 


M.A. (Oxon.), 15s. 


(Cantab.), Barrister-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 
net, 
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Statute Law.—Chitty’s Statutes of Practical Utility. Arranged 
in Alphabetical and Chronological Order. With Notes and Indexes. 
The Sixth Edition, by W. H. Aces, M.A., LL.M., Barrister-at-Law. 
Vol. XIL: “ Railings” to “Road.” Sweet & Maxwell (Limited) ; 
Stevens & Sons (Limited), 21s. net. 

Local Loans.—The Repayment of Local and other Loans, 
Sinking Funds. By Epwarp Hartiey Turner, A.C.A. Sherratt 
& Hughes, Publishers to the Victoria University, Manchester. 

Cases.—An Epitome 
By Jonn INDERMAUR. 
Stevens & Haynes. 

Current Law.—The Law Quarterly Review. Edited by the 
Rt. Hon. Sir Freperick Potiock, Bart., D.C.L., LL.D., January, 
1913, Steven & Sons (Limited), 5s. 


CASES OF THE WEEK. 
Court of Appeal. 


THE KING v. EASTON. [x parte OULTON. 14th Jan. 


Pusric ELEMENTARY Scuoot—New Non-Provipep ScHoon 
—‘* MaInTtaAIN AND Kerp Erricrent’’—Powrr anp Duty or Loca 
EpucaTion AvutHority To PrRovipe Furniture—Epvucation Act, 

1902 (2 Ep. 7, c. 42), ss. 7, 8. 

Where persons other than the local education authority provide a 
new school under the provisions of the Education Act, 1902, the local 
education authority, by virtue of their obligation under section 7 (1) 
of the Act to ‘*‘ maintain and keep efficient’’ all public elementary 
schools within their area, have power to provide and pay for the furni- 
ture necessary to equip such new school as a public el mentary school. 

Decision of Divisional Court affirmed (Sir S. Evans, P., dissenting). 


of Leading Conveyancing and Equity Cases. 
Tenth Edition, by Cuartes Tuwaltes. 


6s, 








No. 2. 


EDUCATION 


Appeal from decision of the Divisional Court (Darling, Pickford and 
3ankes, JJ.) (reported 1912, 2 K. B. 161). In 1908 the promoters of 
two new nor-provided schools in Liverpool gave notice of their inten- 
tion to provide such schools under section 8 of the Education Act, 
1902. The plans for one of the schools, St. Sebastian’s, were approved 
by the Board of Education in October, 1908, and the school buildings 
were finished ard the school opened on the 3rd of May, 1909. The 
school was subsequently placed on the grant list as from that date. 
At the opening furniture was supplied by the promoters, but being 
found unsuitable, it was removed by the local education authority, 
who supplied new furniture in August, 1909, at their own expense. 
The plans for the second school, St. Hugh’s, were approved in 
January, 1909; the school was finished and opened on the 6th of 
September, 1909, and placed on the grant list as from that date. 
No furniture was supplied by the promoters, and in August, 1909, 
the local education authority provided the necessary furniture at their 
own expense. The district auditor disallowed the payments made 
for the furniture for each school, on the ground that the schools were 
not public elementary schools at the time the furniture was supplied, 
aud surcharged the members of the local education authority who had 
authorised the payments. The applicant, one of the members sur- 
charged, obtained a rule calling upon the auditor to shew cause why a 
writ of certiorari should not issue to remove into the King’s Bench 
Division the disallowances and surcharges in order that they might 
be quashed. The Divisional Court (Darling, J., dissenting as to St. 
Hugh’s School) made the rule absoiute, holding that at the time the 
expenditure objected to was incurred both schools were public 
elementary schools, and that the disallowances were incorrect. The 
auditor appealed. For the appellant it was argued that before a school 
can become a “‘ public elementary school,’’ such as the local education 
authe rity is bound to maintain and keep efficient, it must be properly 
equipped with furniture so as to enable it to be carried on as a school. 

Lord Atverstone, C.J., said that, in his opinion, the arguments for 
the appellant failed wher the real position was considered. He drew 
no distinction between the two schools because furniture had been 
placed temporarily in St. Sebastian’s School. Under section 6 of the 
Education Act, 1902, four out of six managers of a nor. provided school 
were to be appointed by the trustees and two by the local education 
authority. At the time this arose there were no managers appointed 
under the Act who could deal with the appointment of teachers, and 
exercise the powers conferred by the Act. The case came back to this, 
might a local education authority, in order to complete a school so as 
to enable it to earn a grant, find the money for the necessary furniture. 
Section 7, sub-section 1, of the Act provided that ‘‘ the local education 
authority shall maintain and keep efficient all public elemer.tary schools 
within their area which are necessary, and have control of all expendi- 
ture required for that purpose, other than expenditure for which, 
under this Act, provision is to be made by the managers.” It was 
Lot suggested that these buildings w: not intended to be used as 
public elementary schools. It was contended on behalf of the appellant 
that the obligation on the local education authority to maintain and 
keep efficient these schools did not arise until they were equipped as 
schools. The Act did not contemplate that any part of the equipment 
should be provided by the promoters. The obligations on the managers 
were seb out in section 7 (1) d. They were to provide the school- 
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house, keep it in good repair, and make such alterations as might be 
reasonably required. There was no suggestior. that that sub-section 
imposed any obligation to supply furniture. There was a distinction 
between building a school and finding money for the purpose of equip- 
ment. Why should not the cost of providing the equipment fall upon 
the same persons who had to bear the cost of improving it? It was 
true that a school had to be furnished before it was a public elemen- 
tary school, but there was no point in giving the local education 
authority full control over the expenditure required to keep the school 
efficient if they had not the power to make them efficiert in the first 
place. The provisions of the Act pointed to the conclusion that the 
local education authority were the people responsible for the equip- 
ment of the schools. It was not necessary for the managers or pro- 
moters to provide the furniture or equipment, aud it was not ultra 
vires for the local education authority to make this expenditure for 
that purpose. The appeal must be dismissed. 

Farwett, L.J., concurred. 

Sir 8S. Evans, P., dissenting, said that the point was the same as 
to both schools. The question was whether the local education 
authority could rightly use public money to furnish and equip nor- 
provided schools. They could not do so except by statutory authority. 
The question was whether these schools were public elementary schools. 
If the schools had been supplied by the local education authority, and 
had not been properly equipped, they would not have become public 
elementary schools. It was difficult to see why the same schools in 
similar circumstances should be considered public elementary schools 
merely because they were provided by someone else. Four walla, 
without desks or equipment, did not constitute a public elementary 
school. Those who undertook to provide a school ought to provide it 
properly equipped, so as to be able to earn a grant. He agreed with the 
view expressed by Darling, J., below.—CounseL, Buckmaster, K.C., 
and R. M. Montgomery; Sir R. Finlay, K.C., and Courthope Munroe. 
Soxicrtors, Sharpe, Pritchard, & Co.; F. Venn & Co., for KE. R. Pick- 
mere, Liverpool. 


[Repe C. Carrinetoy, Barrister-at-Law.] 


rted by R. 


GALLANT v. OWNERS OF SHIP “GABIR.” No. 3. 13th Jan. 


WorkMeEN’s Compensation Act—Accrpent ARISING OUT OF AND IN THE 
Course or EmpLoyMENT—Risk INCREASED By NEGLIGENCE. 


A man employed as a trimmer on a steam trawler was standing on a 


sloping plank connecting the trawler with the quay, engaged in die- 
charging a cargo of fish. It having become necessary to lower the 
shore end of the plank, instead of getting off it as requested, he grasped 
and rested his weight upon the stem of am adjoining trawler. While 
so doing, he slipped, and fell into the dock, the effect of the immersion 
causing his death. 

Held, reversing the decision of the county court judge, that the 
accident arose out of and in the course of his employment. 


Appeal from an award of the county court judge at Great Grimeby, 
in favour of the respondent. The facts of the case are fully stated in 
the judgment of the Maeter of the Rolls. 

Cozens-Harpy, M.R.—This appeal comes before the court in a not 
altogether satisfactory condition, but having regard to the circumstances, 
which almost speak for themselves, I have come to the conclusion, as 
a matter of law, that the decision cannot be supported, and the appeal 
ought to be allowed. The deceased man was a trimmer, whose bueiness 
made him familiar with vessels ahd the handling of vessels, and at the 
time when the accident happened he was undoubtedly engaged in his 
master’s work. What was that work? There was a boatful of fish 
just come into Grimeby harbour, and in order to get the fish out of the 
boat as quickly as could be in the morning there are two planks, one 
upon the hold of the vessel going on to the side, and one down on to 
the pontoon, which rises and falls with the tide. The end of the plank 
on the pontoon rests on certain boxes, and it becomes necessary, accord- 
ing to the tide, to take out a box occasionally, or to put one in, as the 
case may be, so as to get a proper incline down the plank to the pon- 
toon along which the fish baskets could slide. He wae actually engaged 
upon this work; it was his business to eee the fish went down this 
plank. According to the evidence, at the critical moment of time he 
was in the middle of the plank, when it became necessary that a box 
should be taken away from the pontoon in order to let the foot get a 
little farther down. The men who were there told him to get off on 
to the pontoon or get back into the ship—a few yards in either case— 
though the plank was probably dirty and slippery. The object wae, of 
course, to lighten the weight of the plank to enable it to be elightly 
raised at the foot, eo that the box could be drawn out. Alongside of 
The Gabir, the vessel on which he was serving, was a similar boat-- 
The Borneo—and each of these boats was stem on to the quay. The 
dietance between the two was 3 or 4 feet. It was an extremely easy 
thing to do, for the man, instead of going back to the pontoon or The 
Gabir, to reach out to the step of The Borneo, and either to lighten 
the amount of his weight on the plank or even to take his feet off the 
plank altogether. He did that, and in circumstances which we know 
nothing more about, fell into the water, and sustained such injuries 
that he died the next day. The accident plainly arose in the course 
of his employment ; did it also arise out of his employment? We have 
had our attention called to a number of authorities, as is customary 
and probably inevitable in theee cases, though each must rest on its 
own facts. I am content to take as an accurate statement of law, 
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which it would be impossible for me to improve on, what Lord Atkin- 
gon said in Barnes v. Nunnery Colliery Co. (1912, A.C. 49) : “* In these 
cases . . . @ distinction must, I think, always be drawn between 
the doing of a thing recklessly or negligently, which a workman is 
employed to do, and the doing of a thing altogether outside and un- 
connected withthe employment. A peril which arises from the negligent 
or reckless manner in which an employee does the work he is employed 
to do may well be held in most cases rightly to be a risk incidental to 
his employment. ”’ Now, it seems to me that the utmost which can be 
said against this unfortunate man is that he did recklessly that which 
he was employed to do, which it was even his duty to do. Being a 
seafaring man, he did what is practised daily by his class—he put his 
hand out on to the stem of another boat 3 or 4 feet off, and hung there. 
{t may be that he did it recklessly, though even that is too strong 
a word to employ in a case like this; he did it in a way nine out of 
ten seafaring men would think perfectly natural. He fell, in the cir- 
cumetances L have mentioned, and the facts being not really in dispute, 
the conclusion seems to me to be that this accident was one which 
arose both in the course of and out of his employment. The appeal 
must be allowed with costs, and the case must go back to the learned 
county court judge to determine the amount to which the dependents 
are entitled. 

Bucktey, L.J., delivered judgment to the same effect, obeerving that 
the risk of falling into the water was one reasonably incidental to the 
employment, and that there was no evidence to support the theory that 
he was larking 

Hamutton, L.J., concurred.—Counset, Gerald Dodson; Sankey, 
K.C., and Llewelyn Davies. Soricrrors, A. D. B. Marsh, for H. K. 
Bloomer, Great Grimsby - P. J. Rutland, for John Tonge, Creat 
Grimsby 

[Rey 


I ed by If. Laxerorp Lewis, Barrister-at-Law.] 


KIERSON v. JOSEPH THOMPSON & SONS. No. 1. Il6th Jan. 


Workmen's ComMpeNsATION—COsTs OF PROCEEDINGS—JURISDICTION TO 
Orper PAYMENT By SuccessFut Party. 

Where a party to a proceeding under the Workmen’s Compensation 
Act, 1906, is successful, and has been quilty of no improper conduct, it 
cannot be an exercise of judicial discretion to order him to pay the 
coats of the other side. 

Foster v. Great Western Railway Co. (8 Q. B. D. 515) followed. 

The employers agreed with an injured workman to commute their 
weekly payments for a lump sum. Both parties were desirous to have 
the agreement recorded, and application was made to the registrar for 
this purpose. The registrar directed the matter to be brought before 
the judge, as he thought the amount paid tvv small. In the proceed- 
ings before the judge the employers were nominally respondents, but 
supported the application to record a memorandum. The judge made 
the order as asked, and directed the employers to pay the workman’s 
costs, which he assessed at one guinea. As the principle was import- 
ant, the employers appealed, but did not ask for the return of the 
guinea nor for the costs of the appeal. 

Tue Court, Cozens-Harpy, M.R., and Bucktey and HaAmirton, 
L.JJ., allowed the appeal, as there were authorities to shew that it 
was not an exercise of judicial discretion to order costs to be paid by 
a party who had been successful, and had not been guilty of any 
misconduct.—Counset, A. Neilson. Soricrrors, Botterell & Roche, for 
Botterell & Roche, Sunderland. 

{Reported by F. Guranie Samira, Barrister-at-Law.] 


FLEET v. JOHNSON. No. 1. 16th and 17th: dan. 


Workmen's Compensation—Accipent ARISING OUT OF, AND IN THE 
Course or, Emptoyment—Evipence—ScratcH—Bioop PoIsoninG 
SUBSEQUENT INFECTION. 


Where a workman returns from work with an injury of a kind often 
received by persons engaged in the same class of work, the judge may 
infer that there has been an accident arising out of, and in the course 
of, his employment. A workman so injured subsequently died of blood 
poisoning, which the doctor deposed must have resulted from a scratch 
on the arm or hand, and which was not otherwise accounted for than by 
such injury. 

Held, that this was evidence from which the judge might draw the 
conclusion that death had resulted from the accident. 


Appeal by employers from finding in favour of dependants of a 
deceased workman. The workman was a bricklayer employed in cuttinz 
chases with a chisel and hammer in a wall, for the purpose of electric 
wiring. On the 27th of December his daughter dressed a fresh wound 
on his thumb. It was not proved directly where or how he received 
this wound, but it was proved that wounds of that kind and in the 
same place are often received by chase cutters owing to the hammer 
slipping off the chisel head. The wound was healed by the 16th of 
January, and on the 25th the man complained of a pain in his armpit, 
and subsequently died of blood poisoning. The doctor who attended 
him said that in diagnosing a pain in the armpit it would be usual to 
examine the hand and arm for ecratches, since the infection causing 
poisoning in that place could only result from an opening, however 
small, in the skin, and that he saw euch a mark on the man’s thumb. 
There was no evidence of any other scratch. The county court judge 
held that the man died from an accident arising out of, and in the 
course of, his employment; hence this appeal, 





Cozens-Harpy, M.R.—This case raises no new point of law whatever, 
The courts have repeatedly held that it is for the applicants to make 
out their case. They need not adduce direct evidence of the accident 
by people who saw it, but the judge is entitled to draw from the facts 
proved the conclusion that the alleged accident did happen. In the 
Swansea Vale Case (4 Butterworth 300) Lord Loreburn, C., puts the 
matter very clearly : “‘ Now, the question here being whether there is 
any evidence that justifies the county court judge in arriving at the 
conclusion which he did, I must point out that the difference between 
what is evidence of a fact, and what is merely gueesing at the fact, is 
one that cannot be defined in any formula that one can invent. What 
you want is to weigh the probabilities, to see if there be proved facts 
sufficient to enable you to have some foothold or ground for comparing 
and balancing probabilities and their respective values one against the 
other. The second point is that, given an accident, you must shew 
that death resulted from it. This does not mean that death was the 
natural or probable result, but if, on the evidence, you find that death 
did in fact result, that is sufficient.’”” His lordship then reviewed the 
facts ubove stated, and concluded that the county court judge was 
entitled to draw the inference which he did. 

Judgments to the same effect were delivered by Buckiey and 
Hamitton, L.JJ.—Counset, Sankey, K.C., and O. G. Morris; Harold 
Morris and B. O. Bircham. Soutrcrrors, Aird, Hood, & Co., for T. R. 
Watson, Liverpool; Shaen, Roscoe, & Co. 

{Reported by F. Gururie Samira, Barrister-at-Law.] 


SANTEN v. BUSNACH. No.2. 23th Jan. 


Trape UN1ioN—PLAINTIFF AND DEFENDANT MEMBERS OF DIFFERENT TRADE 


UNIoNS—STATEMENT BY DEFENDANT TO EMPLOYER—THREAT OR WARN- 
ING—EmpLoyer CeAses TO Emptoy PLAINTIFF—-WHETHER ACTION WAS 
MAINTAINABLE AT Common Law. 

The plaintiff and the defendant were employed by the same firm, 
and were members of different trade unions. The defendant told the 
plaintiff, when she came to work for the firm, that she must join her 
union, and az the plaintiff did not do so, the defendant and other workers 
went to the employer and made a statement to him. The employer told 
the plaintiff that his workpeople refused to work with her, and would 
go on strike if she did not join their union: that if she did not join she 
would have to go. 

Held, that there being no evidence that the defendant had induced 
the employer to do an act which was unlawful, and the words used 
amounting only to a warning to the employer and not a threat, the case 
fell within the decision of the majority of the House of Lords in Allen 
v. Flood (1891, A. (. 1), and the county court judge was right in non- 
suiting the plaintiff. 

Decision of Divisional Court (28 7’. Z. R. 515) reversed. 

Appeal by the defendants from an order of the Divisional Court. The 
two defendants were in the same employment, and by her summons the 
plaintiff claimed damages and an injunction to restrain them from in- 
ducing her employers to cease to employ her. The summons came on 
for hearing in the Whitechapel County Court, and the learned judge, 
His Honour Judge Cluer, held that there was no evidence of a threat 
to go to the jury, and non-suited the plaintiff. The Divisional Court 
thought that the words used by the defendants did not necessarily 
constitute a threat, but were capable of being construed as one; and 
that being so, the county court judge was wrong in non-suiting the 
plaintiff, as there was a question to go to the jury. Accordingly they 
directed that the case should go back, but gave leave to appeal. The 
plaintiff appealed. The facts were these: The defendants, Rose 
Busnach and the other employees, were members of the Cigar Makers’ 
Mutual Association, while Rachel Santen was a member of the Inde- 
pendent Cigar Makers’ Union. When she entered Messrs. Godfrey 
Phillips and Co.’s employ Busnach asked her whether she belonged to 
the association, and she replied that she did not. Busnach then said : 
‘* You'll have to join next week, or we won’t work with you.”” A week 
later, Santen not having meanwhile joined the association, Busnach 
said to her: ‘‘ You can’t work here.’’ To that Santen replied : ‘‘ You 
can’t sack me; Mr. Phineas Phillips took me on; he alone can sack 
me.’’ Busnach replied: ‘* Then we'll strike.”’ Busnach and Dresau 
then went to Mr. Phineas Phillips, who, after the interview, said to 
Santen: “‘ My workpeople refuse to work with you and will go on 
strike, if you don’t join; you'll have to go.”’ Mr. Phineas Phillips 
gave evidence at the trial. He said that Busnach asserted that Santen 
had refused to join their union, that their union had instructed them 
that if she stayed they should go. He was therefore compelled to dis- 
charge her. 

VaucHan WutmMs, L.J., said that it was common ground that no 
breach of contract was induced, and that the cause of action was 
limited to ‘‘ ceasing to employ the plaintiff.’” There was no suggestion 
of any illegal combine or conspiracy in the claim. And the case was 
conducted as one in which there was no charge of conspiracy. He 
also understood that it had been agreed that no question should be 
raised under the Trade Union Disputes Act, and that the only question 
was whether the plaintiff had a good cause of action at common law. 
It was said on behalf of the plaintiff that there was evidence of threats 
or intimidations. He could find no such evidence. He could only find 
words which in Allen v. Flood had been called a warning to the em- 
ployer of the resolution which had been arrived at by the members of 
the Cigar Makers’ Mutual Association, who with the exception of one 
person—the plaintiff—formed the whole staff of Godfrey Phillips & Co. 
This resolution was one of the kind described by Lord Watson in 
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Alien vy. Flood when he said that if the men had passed a resolution 
to the effect that if a certain man was not discharged they would 
resign it was prima facie only an intimation which was beneficial to 
the master, and which it was their duty to give, leaving it for him to 
act on or not, as he thought best in his own interest. Lord Herschell 
expressed the same view. In the present case it was not suggested that 
the defendants had done anything illegal in giving this intimation 
about the resolution. For himself he could not see the faintest evi- 
dence of any threat, nor evidence that the defendants had personally 
anything to do with the matter. Admittedly the mere giving of the 
notice to discontinue work and to withdraw from the employment was 
in no sense illegal. He wished, however, to make this perfectly clear. 
He was not saying that a person might not give a notice which was 
perfectly legal, and against the wording of which nothing could be 
said, in such a manner and under such circumstances as to constitute a 
threat. but there was no such evidence here, and the words in their 
natural meaning could amount to nothing more than a simple warning. 
It was not good law to say that, where such words were used, never- 
theless the question whether they constituted a threat or not must be 
left to,a jury. “In his judgment the county court judge was right in 
non-suiting the plaintiff. . 

Kennepy, L.J., agreed. There was nothing in the evidence which 
suggested anything illegal or wrong done by the defendant. In his 
opinion there was no evidence in this case of any threat or anything 
that made the statement complained of more than information which 
the employer was entitled to expect to receive. The county court judge 
took that view, and properly, in his, the Lord Justice’s, opinion, kept 
the case back from the jury and dismissed the summons. There was 
nothing in the words used which, in their natural meaning, made them 
amount to a threat. Words simple and innocent in themselves might 
be threats if accompanied by a gesture or spoken with emphasis. There 
was nothing of that suggested here. The statement was made quite 
civilly. 

Joyce, J., concurred. There was no charge here of combining or 
conspiring to procure a man to break his contract. For himself he could 
not see how it was possible for the action to succeed. Appeal allowed, 
with costs.—CounseEL, for the appellants, Sankey, K.C., and Harold 
Morris; for the respondent, Spencer Bower, K.C., and Stuart Bevan. 
Soricrtors, Shaen, Roscoe, Massey, & Co.; C. T. Wilkinson. 


[Reported by Ersxine Reip, Barrister-at-Law.) 





High Court—Chancery Division. 


ADAMS v. URSELL. Swinfen Eady, J. 17th Jan. 


NvUIsANCE—MOTION FOR AN INJUNCTION—NUISANCE AT Common Law— 
CASE CAN BE ESTABLISHED NOTWITHSTANDING EVIDENCE OF EXISTENCE 
or PRevious GREATER NUISANCE ON THE PREMISES. 

On an application for an interlocutory injunction to restrain an 
alleged nuisance the court held that a nuisance at common law had been 
established, and granted the application, although evidence was tendered 
for the defence that a still greater, although a different, nuisance had 
existed on the premises for many years past. 


This was a motion for an interlocutory injunction to restrain the 
defendant until the trial of the action from carrying on the business 
of a fried fish shop in Silver-street, Dursley, in the county of Glou- 
cester, so as to occasion a nuisance to the plaintiff, who is the owner 
and occupier of Henlow House, Dursley. The plaintiff was a veterinary 
surgeon who in 1905 came to reside at Henlow House. In 1907 he pur- 
chased the house, and had laid out over £800 upon it since that date. 
In November of last year the defendant entered into possession of the 
premises adjoining Henlow House, and started the business of selling 
fried fish there. 





On every day except Mondays the defendant was | 


frying fish in the mornings during the whole period between the hours | 


of 11.30 and 1.30, and in the evenings during the whole period between 
the hours of 6 and 10. The plaintiff alleged that the smell arising 
from the frying pervaded every room in his house, and that it looked 
like fog or steam. He complained particularly that it pervaded his 
larder where he kept his food, and that the fond absorbed the odour. 
He further complained that the smell was so unbearable that he had to 
keep all his windows closed, that the smell interfered with the ordinary 
comfort of life, that unless the defendant was restrained from carry- 
ing on the business it would be impossible for the plaintiff to live in 
his house as a private dwelling-house or to let the same as such, and in 
consequence thereof he would suffer considerable pecuniary loss. There 
had been a petition presented by the inhabitants in the immediate 
neighbourhood to the local authority to abate this nuisance. The de- 
fendant contended that at considerable cost he had installed in his 
premises the most up-to-date ranges on the market, so that practically 
all the steam went up the chimney except at the rare intervals when 
the lids had to be momentarily raised. 
of health for the district had complimented him on the clean and 
satisfactory manner in which he kept everything. Dursley was a 
manufacturing town much in need of such an establishment, as the 
defendant’s large weekly takings shewed. The owner of the shop said 
that the premises had been occupied by him and his predecessors in 
title for upwards of twenty years as a pork butcher’s and bacon curer’s 
shop, and before that time a fishmonger’s business had been carried on 
there. At the end of the yard there was a building which had been 


He said that the medical officer | 





used for the past ten years as a slaughter-house, and had been regis- 
tered as such by the local authority. The pigs there slaughtered were 
burned and cured in the yard, and it was contended that the in- 
convenience caused thereby to adjoining occupiers must have been 
greater than the present alleged nuisance. 

Swinren Eapy, J., after stating the facts, said : I have come to the 
conclusion on the evidence that the smells complained of did permeate 
the plaintiff's rooms, rendering them uncomfortable. The odour com- 
lained of is without doubt an intolerable nuisance, and the plaintiff 
le in my opinion established a case of nuisance at common law. It 
lias been said that if I grant this injunction I shall work a hardship 
for the defendant, and also a hardship for the people who obtained 
their food at his shop. The answer to that is that the defendant can 
carry on his business elsewhere in the neighbourhood. There is no 
doubt that the defendant only obtains fresh fish, and that he cooks it 
with the very best appliances, and in the most approved manner ; 
nevertheless, | hold that the plaintiff has made out his case against 
him, and has established that here there has been committed what is 
known as a nuisance at common law. In this case I apply the rule laid 
down by the Court of Appeal in the case of 7'od-Heatly v. Benham 
(40 Ch. D., p. 80). There Bowen, L.J., said : ‘‘ Any material inter- 
ference with the ordinary comfort of existence would be a nuisance. 
The law in thus defining ‘ nuisance’ has stopped short, I will not say 
of protecting the fancies of people, because the mere fancies of people 
I do not think can in any view be an element in the definition, but 
has stopped short of giving an action in respect of that which 
is a matter only of delight, and not of necessity. ‘Annoyance’ is a 
wider term than nuisance, and if you find a thing which reasonably 
troubles the mind and pleasure, not of a fanciful person or of a skilled 
person who knows the truth, but of the ordinary English inhabitant of 
a house—if you find there is anything which disturbs his reasonable 
peace of mind, that seems to me to be an annoyance, although it may 
not appear to amount to physical detriment to comfort. You must take 
sensible people, you must not take fanciful people on the one side or 
skilled people on the other.’’ In the case of Walter v. Selfe (1851, 
4 De Gex & Sm. 315) Vice-Chancellor Knight-Bruce happily defined 
a nuisance as ‘‘ An inconvenience materially interfering with the ordi- 
nary comfort physically of human existence, not merely according to 
elegant or dainty modes and habits of living, but according to plain 
and sober and simple notions among the English people.’’ I hold that 
there has been such an interference here, and I accordingly grant the 
interlocutory injunction as prayed by the plaintiff until the trial of 
the action or further order.—CounseL, Micklem, K.C., and J. HE. 
Harman; Owen Thompson. Soricrrors, Helder, Roberts, Walton, a: 
Giles, for Frank Treasure, Gloucester; Winterbotham & Neall, for 
Earengey & Pruen, Cheltenham. 

(Reported by L. M. May, Barrister-at-Law.] 





Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty 
Division. 

SCOTT v. SCOTT. Bucknill, J. 17th Jan. 
Divorce—WIre’s PretiTioN—AGREEMENT TO INSTITUTE PROCEEDINGS IN 
CONSIDERATION OF INCREASED ALLOWANCE—NO COLLUSION. 

Where a wife was offered, and accepted, an increased allowance from 
her husband if she would file a petition for dissolution of her marriage 
with him, and information upon which she might procure evidence to 
found her petition was afforded her, 

Held, that this was not a collusive arrangement between the peti- 
tioner and the respondent. 

Petition for divorce. The petitioner was Gertrude Mary Wyatt 
Scott née Sullivan, and she sought a dissolution of her marriage with 
Alexander Stevenson Scott on the ground of his desertion and adultery. 
It appeared that the parties were married on the 6th of February, 1891, 
at the Parish Church, Kensington, and had one child issue of the 
marriage. The petitioner was the daughter of an Indian Civil Servant, 
and when she made the respondent’s acquaintance was living with her 
widowed mother. After the marriage the resnondent lived with the 
petitioner for eighteen months, and then deserted her before the birth 
of their child, whom he had never seen. The petitioner and her child 
went to live with the petitioner’s mother, who was in receipt of a pen- 
sion of £700 a year. Following a decree of judicial separation and an 
order for custody of the child in August, 1902, an order was made 
in April, 1903, for permanent alimony to be paid by the respondent to 
the petitioner at the rate of £160 a year. The payments were made 
through the respondent’s brother. The petitioner’s mother helped to sup- 
port the petitioner and the child until her death in August, 1911, when 
her pension ceased. In May, 1912, the petitioner wrote to the respon- 
dent’s brother, and he came to see her. She told him it was impossible 
to maintain herself and the child on £160 a year, and he told her that 
if she would consent to institute proceedings for divorce the respondent 
would pay her £300 when the petition wae filed, £300 when the decree 
nisi was made absolute, and would increase her allowance up to £500 
a year. The petitioner, after some consideration, and after having 
taken the advice of a barrister. signified her aesent to these terms to 
her brother-in-law, whereupon he told her that evidence could be pro- 
cured at the Carlton Hotel of the respondent’s adultery there in 1904. 
Evidence having been given in support of the petition, counsel for Mrs. 
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Scott referred to Malley v. Malley (53 Soticrrors’ Journat, 617, £5} the letter of that rule ought to be observed. 


T. L. R. 662) and Churchward v. Churchward and Holliday (Queen's 
Proctor intervening) (43 W. R. 380; 1895, P. 7), and said that though 
the latter case appeared to be against him, the facte in it were widely 
different from those in the present one. The keynote in Churchward v. 
Churchward (supra) was the buying-off of the defence, and the parties 
agreed in that case that, for certain considerations, the wife should 
refrain from defending the suit. That constituted a prevention of the 
facte coming before the court, but the learned President (Sir F. Jeune) 
held even in that case that those facts did not constitute such collusion 
as would disentitle the petitioner from presenting a fresh petition, 
which the petitioner could do in the present case, even though it were 
found that a collusive agreement had been made. 

BuckniLL, J., said that the petitioner had not been guilty of any 
diehonesty, and it was quite clear that on the facts she was entitled 
to a decree on the ground of the respondent’s desertion and adultery, 
cince those allegations had been proved, unless she had prevented her- 
self from obtaining a decree by what he called misconduct, for collu- 
¢ion was misconduct. Collusion was an act done on the part of the 
petitioner with another person with improper intention. As in con- 
€piracy, it took two persons to collude. He thought that collusion 
might be taken to be an improper act done, or an improper refraining 
from doing an act, from any dishonest purpose. In the present case 
the petitioner was absolutely and entirely free from any dishonest pur- 
pose. The learned judge went on to deal with the facts, and pointed 
out that the expense of the child’s maintenance was an increasing ex- 
pense, and that the petitioner had eaid that she did not like the offer 
made to her by the reepondent’s brother and was reluctant to accept 
it. As an honest woman it looked to her like a bribe. She afterwards 
did as she was entitled to do, and took advice, which proved to be 
unwise advice, because it had placed her in her present difficulty. He 
found as a fact that the petitioner did not collude, and that there had 
been no collusion in the case. The facts in Malley v. Malley (supra 
and Churchward v. Churchward (supra) were not the facte in the 
present case; each case must be decided on its own particular facts. 
There would be a decree nisi, with costs, and the custody of the child.— 
Counse., Barnard, K.C., and Newton Crane. Sorricrrors, Reid Shar- 
man d& White. 

[Reported by C. P. Hawnxes, Barrister-at Law.] 


NEUMANN v. NEUMANN. Bargrave Deane, J. 15th and 16th Jan 


Divoree—RestitvT1Ion or Consvcat Ricuts—Practice—Drvorcr 
Rvutes AND REeGuLations, R. 175—Written DemManp FoR COHABITATION 
AND RestiTuTIon or ConsuGat Riaeurs. 


In a suit for restitution of conjugal rights the written demand tor 
cohabitation and restitution of conjugal rights referred to in rule 175, 
written by the petitioner, or by a solicitor on behalf of the petitioner, 
must be couched in friendly terms, and must not contain enything in 
the nature of a threat. In such cases the spirit and not the letter of 
rule 175 must be observed. 


Petition by Mary Neumann for restitution of conjugal rights from 
her husband, Carl Wilhelm Neumann. The parties were married on 
the 27th of November, 1897, at the Holborn Registry Office, and lived 
happily together until 1911, when differences arose between them over 
the husband’s relations with other women. On the 2nd of November, 
1911, he left his wife, telling her he did not intend to return. She 
immediately wrote a conciliatory letter, asking him to return to her, 
but he wrote back refusing to do so. After that, the wife was unable 
to ascertain his whereabouts, and on the 12th of May. 1912, her 
solicitors wrote to his solicitors asking for his address, in order that 
a formal demand for restitution might be sent to him. His solicitors 
wrote in reply that any letter addressed to him at their office would be 
delivered to him. ‘Thereupon the wife’s solicitors wrote the husband 
a letter in the following terms : ‘‘ Dear Sir,—We have been consulted 
by your wife, Mrs. Mary Neumann, and on her behalf we hereby 
request and demand that you will return home to her within fourteen 
days from this date, and restore to her her conjugal rights.—Yours 
truly, Baker, Baker, & Howes.’’ They received a reply in the follow 
ing terms from the husband in a letter dated from his solicitors’ 
office : “‘ Dear Sirs,—I have your letter addressed to me of yesterday, 
and note the request that you make on behalf of my wife. I regret to 
inform you that it is not my intention to comply with your request and 
demand.—Yours faithfully, Carl W. Neumann.’’ The petitioner gave 
evidence ir. support of her petition. 

BarRGRAVE Deane, J., said that it was unfortunate that the word 
‘demand ’"’ had been used by the wife's solicitors in this formal letter 
to the husband. In the case of Field v. Field (37 W. R. 134, C. A., 
14 P. D. 26) the Court of Appeal laid it down that such a letter ought 
to be a conciliatory letter such as would lead to a friendly reconcilia- 
tion between husband and wife, and it should not contain anything m 
the nature of a threat. The letter in the present case also contained 
the words ‘‘ return within fourteen days,’’ the period prescribed by 
the court. That clearly suggested a threat of proceedings. The case 
of Smith v. Smith (38 W. R. 276, C. A., 15 P. D. 11) was still stronger, 
though in that case the letter purported to be written by the wife 
herself. The decisions in those two cases were, however, not wholly in 
agreement. In the present case the terms of the letter were unfor- 
tunate; there was nothing friendly about it. If solicitors wrote that 
kind of letter they ought to write as the wife would write, and not as 
solicitors. The use of the word ‘‘ demand’’ was unwise, though it was 
true it was the actual word used in rule 175. But the spirit and not 








Mrs. Neumann had 
said, in the course of her evidence, that before the commencement of 
the proceedings she had herself written a conciliatory letter to her 
husband, in which she begged him to return, and that he had written 
a reply refusing to do so. It appeared that those letters were not in 
ourt. He would, therefore, disregard the solicitors’ formal letter, and 
adjourn the case for the production of a copy of the wife’s own letter 
and her husband’s reply to it. 

The case stood adjourned until the following day, when the petitioner 
produced a copy of a letter written by her to her husband before suit 
asking him to return, and his original letter_refusing to do so. 

BarGrave Deane, J., pronounced a decree of restitution of conjugal 
rights with costs, to be obeyed by the respondent within fourteen days 
ef service.—CounseL, W. U. Willis for petitioner; J. F. Gennings for 
respondent. Soricrrors, Baker, Baker, & Hawes; C. J. Smith & 
Hudson. 


[Reported by C. P. Hawkers, Barrister-at-Law.] 





County Court Cases. 


WILLIAMS », SOUTH WALES AND MONMOUTHSHIRE FOOTBALL 
ASSOCIATION. Pontyprndd, lith Jan. 


Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906 (6 Ep. 7, c. 58)—Foorsatt 
ReFEREZE—CONTRACT OF SERVICE. 
A person employed by a football club to act as referee at matches 
not employed by the club under a contract of service, and in the 
event of his being injured during his duties, he is not entitled to com- 
pensation under the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906, notwith- 
standing that the injury is suffered in the course of his employment. 


This was an action under the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906. 
The plaintiff, Sarah Ann Williams, Birchgrove, Porth, widow, sought 
te recover from the South Wales and Monmouthshire Football Associa- 
tion £300 compensation for the death of her son, Wm. Edward 
Williams, on March 15th last as the result of injuries sustained 
through an assault after a football match at Wattstown. Williams 
was officiating as referee in a match between Wattstown and Aberaman 
Athletic, and at the conclusion of the game, while washing himself 
in the dressing-room, was assaulted by a player, and subsequently 
died as the result of the injuries he then received. The player was 
tried at the Assizes, and sentenced to a month’s imprisonment for 
manslaughter. 

Judge Bryn Roserts, in giving judgment, first dealt with the point 
as to whether the work of a referee was one which rendered the 
employed person specially open to risks which the general public were 
not open to. In the case of football referees it was a customary joke 
in comic papers to refer to their being attacked. He remembered 
seeing in ‘‘ Punch’’ some years ago a picture of two men carrying 
a sack, and when they were asked what the sack contained, they 
replied that it was the pieces of the referee they had picked up. 
He supposed that was an exaggeration, but he mentioned it to shew 
that it waa a very common thing, and that it was well known 
that referees were liable to be attacked. The point was raised that 
the deceased was not struck during the game, but in the dressing- 
room. He did not think that made any difference. It was clear that 
the dressing-rooms were provided for the use of players and the referee, 
and the referee was properly dressing in the discharge of his duties 
as referee, or in connection with them. It was also expected that 
he should be there, because it was the place where it was expressly 
stipulated that protests might be handed to him. It could not be said 
that the assault did not arise in the course of his employment, because 
he was in the dressing-room some distance away. But when it came 
to the question whether the referee was a workman, that was a very 
different thing altogether. He was of opinion that Williams was 
engaged by the respondents, and that they were the persons liable .0 
pay him. The question on which he was bound to come to a con- 
clusion hostile to the applicant was unquestionably whether it was @ 
contract of service. ‘‘ In my opinion,” said his Honour, “‘ the work :t 
a referee is not a contract of service. He is engaged for a particular 
work—to do it according to his own judgment, utterly uncontrolled 
and utterly uncontrollable by the authorities appointing him. 1! am 
satisfied myself that if the committee were present, and if they gave 
him instructions to decide a point in a certain way and contrary to his 
own judgment, and he gave that decision, with the result that a cup, 
for instance, went to the side it would not have gone to had the 
referee followed his own judgment, I have no doubt that the 
losing party could recover the cup in a court of law on the ground that 
the referee’s decision was not his own, but that of the committee's. 
In conclusion, his Honour held that the association and the deceased 
man. were not in the position of master and servant in the sense con- 
templated by the Workmen’s Compensation Act, and on that ground 
he held that the applicant was not entitled to recover—CowunstL, 
1. T. James; A. Parsons. Soricrtors, Thomas John & Hrans, 
Cardiff ; R. Edwards James, Merthyr Tydfil. 

(From the report in the “South Wales Echo.”) 








An election to an Eldon Law Scholarship of the value of £200 a year 
will take place on Wednesday, the 5th of March. Full information as to 
the terms under which the scholarship is held is given in our advertise- 
ment columns. 
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New Orders, &c. 


Tord Chancellor’s Office, 
January 16, 1913. | 


The following draft Rules and Fee Order are published pursuant to | 


the Rules Publication Act, 1893 :— 
LAND REGISTRY (MIDDLESEX DEEDS) RULES, 1913. 
I. 

Rules 10 and 11 of the Land Registry (Middlesex Deeds) Rules, 1892, 
are annulled, and the following Rules are substituted for them :— 

10. An Official Search shall be a search made by an officer of the 
Registry, in respect of one transaction, extending over specified years 
for all memorials relating to specified property. 

11.—(i) The requisition for an Official Search shall contain, or be | 
accompanied by, (1) a description of the property sufficient to enable | 
it to be identified on the Middlesex Index Map, together with any | 
different descriptions by which the property may have been conveyed | 
during the period over which the Search extends; (2) a list of the 
grantors’ names occurring in the title, with the dates when their re- | 
spective ownerships began and ended ; (3) the reference numbers of the | 
memorials of the documents composing the title; and (4) a statement | 
of the amount of the consideration on the transaction in respect of which 
the search ix to be made. 

(ii.) Tie requfsition shall state the day on which the certificate is 
required, and shall be signed by the applicant, or his solicitor, and 
may be sent by post, accompanied by the amount of the fee. 


II. 

These Rules may be cited as the Lanp Recistry (MrippLesex Deeps) 
Rutes, 1913, and they shall come into operation on the ist day of 
March, 1913. 

LAND REGISTRY (MIDDLESEX DEEDS) FEE ORDER, 1913. 

I. 

The fourth paragraph of the Fee Order made on the 8th day of 
February, 1892, is annulled, and the following paragraph is substituted 
for it :— 

4.—(a) Official Searches :— 


| 


Rate of fee per 
£100 of value of 
land dealt with 

or amount of 
mortgage or 1 
charge. 


Period covered by 
search (from date of 
requisition). 


Minimum. | Maximum. 


Not exceeding 12 years ... 
Thence to 24 years aa 
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Governor: 


Sir Nevile Lubbock, 
K.C.M.G. 


Incorporated 
A.D. 1720. 


Head Office. 


ROYAL EXCHANGE 


ASSURANCE CORPORATION, 

FIRE, LIFE, SEA EMPLOYERS LIABILITY 

ACCIDENTS, MuTOR-CAR | BURGLARY, THIRD PARTY 

PLATE-GLASS, ANNUITIES FIDELITY GUARANTEE. 
SOLICITORS nominated by the Creator of a Trustee 
are employed by The Royal Exchange Assurance when 
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Apply for full particulars of all classes of Insurance to the Secretary— 


HEAD OFFICE: ROYAL EXCHANGE, LONDON, E.C. 
West END Brancnu: 44, PALL MALL, S.W. 


me 























Over 24 years 10 








(b) Continuation of Search, per calendar month, 1s. 

(c) Fees sent by post may be paid in Bank of England notes, or by 
banker’s draft or postal or post office order, or cheque drawn to the 
order of the Land Registry or the Registrar or Assistant Registrar. 

(d) In cases where, owing to special circumstances, the above fees 
appear to the Registrar to be insufficient, having regard to the time | 
and labour involved, or likely to be involved, he may decline to under- | 
take the work without such additional payment as he shall think | 
reasonable, and in the reverse case he may, with the previous assent | 
of the Treasury, accept a smaller fee. 


IT. 


This Order may be cited as the Lanp Reetstry (Mrppresex Deeps) 
Fre Orper, 1913, and shall come into operation on the 1st day of 
March, 1913. 

Copies may be obtained on application at the Land Registry, Lincoln’s | 
Inn Fields, W.C. 








Societies. 
The Law Society. 


— following are opinions of the Council on pointe submitted 
them : 


[Reprinted from this month’s Gazette.] 
Law, Practice and Usage, 1909, at p. 213. 

Preparation of Assurance—Joint Expense of Vendor and Purchaser.— 
An agreement for the sale and purchase of a house provided that ‘‘ on 
payment of the balance of the purchase money the purchaser shall be 
entitled to a proper aesurance of the property from the vendor and all 
other necessary parties {if any), such assurance to be prepared by the 
purchaser and at the joint expense of the purchaser and vendor.”’ 

The Council decided, as‘ between the vendor and purchaser, that the 
‘charges for the preparation of the assurance were limited to the instruc- 





tions for it, and for drawing, perusing, engrossing and examining it; 
and that these should be added together and paid in moieties by the 
vendor and purchaser respectively. 
Opinion of Council, lst November, 1912. 
Law, Practice and Usage, 1909, at p. 205. 

Custody of Deeds Relating to Two or More Lots.—Certain of the 
earlier title deeds in the possessior. of the vendor of an estate sold 
by auction in lots referred to a part only of the property comprised 
in three of such lots. One of such last-named lots was sold to one 
purchaser A for a higher price than that for which the other two were 
together sold to another purcl.aser B. A larger portion, however, both 
in value and area of the lands comprised in the deeds in question was 
included in B’s purchase. The conditions of sale provided that ‘‘ muni- 
ments of title relating exclusively to any of the property offered for 
sale will, if relating to more than one lot, be delivered to the largest 
purchaser in value of the lots to which the same relate.”’ 

The Council were asked to decide whether A or B should hold the 
deeds. 

They were of opinion that A was entitled to them. 

Opinion of Council, 8th November, 1912. 
Law, Practice and Usage, 1909, at p. 205. 

Custody of Deed of Appointment.—The Council are of opinion that 
it is the appointee and not the trustee of the fund appointed who is 
entitled to the custody of a deed of irrevocable appointment, until the 
appointed fund falls in. 





Opinion of Council, 8th November, 1912. 
Law, Practice and Usage, 1909, at p. 214. 

Sale and Purchase—Entry by Purchaser before Date Fixed for Com- 
pletion—Interest on Purchase Money.—By a contract for sale and 
purchase of a farm, a date was in the usual way fixed for payment of 
the balance of the purchase money and completion of the purchase, and 


| interest on such balance was to be paid from the date so fixed until 


actual completion. On the day next following that on which the con- 
tract had been signed, the purchaser, with the consent of the vendor 
and without any mention of terms, entered upon the land and ploughed 
it. The vendor on completion demanded interest as from the date of 
entry. The Council decided as between the parties that no interest 


| was payable in respect of the period prior to the date fixed for com- 


pletion. 
Opinion of Council, 8th November, 1912. 


** Scale’ Digest, 1906, at p. 210. 

Mortgagee’s Solicitor Acting for Purchaser of Mortgaged Property.— 
A solicitor for a mortgagee of certain property which had been put up 
to auction and sold was instructed to act for the purchaser., In 
delivering to the vendor his bill of costs (made out under Schedule 2), 
as acting for the mortgagee, the solicitor included in it items for 
perusing the draft conveyance and examiring the engrossment with 
the draft. He included also an item for attending to complete. 

The Council decided as between the parties that the bill in question, 
though properly made out under Schedule 2, should not have included 
items for perusing a conveyance which the solicitor had himself pre- 
pared or for examining the engroasment with the draft. They con- 
sidered, however, that the item for attending to complete on behalf of 
the mortgagee, involving as it did duties of a character distinct from 
those involved: in the position of solicitor to the purchaser, was fair 


and should be allowed. —_ 
Opinion of Council, 18th October, 1912. 


** Scale’ Digest, 1906, at p. 210. 

Sub-Sale before Completion—Solicitor Acting for Purchaser and on 
Sub-Sale.—A having contracted to buy an estate, and having divided 
a portion of it into lots, instructed his solicitor to investigate the title 
to the whole estate, and to prepare conditions of sale of the lots. He 
then sub-sold the lots, and instructed the same solicitor to complete 
the sale of the lots to the sub-purchasers by conveyance direct from 
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the verdor, and to complete the sale of the balance of the property 
to himself. The business being concluded, A differed from his solicitor 
as to the amount of costs for which he was liable. No agreement 
being arrived at, the question was submitted to the Council. They 
decided as between the parties that the case was governed by the 
decision Jn re Head (1894, 3 Ch. 238), Digest No. [517], and that, 
therefore, the solicitor was entitled to charge according to the inves- 
tigating scale under Schedule 1 on the consideration for the original 
purchase, and according to the deducing scale in the same schedule on 
the consideration for each sub-sale. 
Opinion of Council, 8th November, 1912. 


Annual Meeting of the Bar. 


The annual general meeting of the Bar was held on Friday, the 18th 
inst. in the Inner Temple Hall. 


The Attorney-General, who presided, reviewing the legislation of | 


the year, said there were still two Bills on the stocks which had given 
rise to discussion—the County Courts Bill and the Appellate Juris- 
diction Bill. The latter Bill had become imperative in view of the 
increased work which had devolved upon the Judicial Committee, and 
also upon the House of Lords. Perhaps the most important event 
during the year had been the appointment of a Royal Commission 
to inquire into the complaints of delay in the hearing of actions and 
the necessity for overtaking the arrears which were apparently increas- 
ing in the Courts. They had additional Courts provided from the 
beginning of this year, but there were many who thought that there 
were still additional Judges required. He was hopeful that as a 
result of the labours of the Commission, which he trusted would not 
be too protracted, the desired result would be produced. With regard 
to the provision of legal assistance to poor suitors, a great deal of 
work had been done by the Bar Council, and he was hopeful that 
before long they would have a scheme which would undoubtedly be 
for the public good. = 

Mr. P. O. Lawrence, K.C., in moving the adoption of the annual 
statement, expressed the opinion, upon the subject of proceedings by 
and against poor persons, that the Bar generally, and the members of 
the Bar Council, had come rather to the conclusion that the real 
remedy lay in instituting a Poor Suitors’ Fund out of which the 
costs should be paid 

Mr. G. H. J. Hurst asked what was to be the future of the revising 
barrister. He had before him a copy of the Franchise and Registra- 


tion Bill which had been backed by the Attorney-General and the 


Solicitor-General. In view of its provisions, he desired to make an 
appeal to the leaders of the profession to see that the revising barris 
ters in the future were not turned out into the street. It was import- 
ant that they should stick together and see that the revising barristers 
were not prevented from getting what they had looked forward to. 

The Attorney-General said he supposed he might take it, from the 
unanimity of approval, that the Bar generally, as represented at that 
meeting, approved of the views which had been expressed. All he 
could say was that he would take the opportunity of representing it 
to the Government. He had had some correspondence in connection 
with it, but he would take the opportunity of making further repre- 
sentations, and of expressing what he understood to be the unanimous 
view of the Bar on that subject. 

The annual statement was adopted. 


ADMISSION OF WOMEN TO THE Bar. 


Mr. Holford Knight moved a resolution approving the admission 
of women to membership of the Bar. He said that Lord Robert Cecil 
authorised him to say that, but for a political engagement in the country, 
he would have been present to support the motion. The general 
proposition which he desired to submit was that, where tests had been 
established for the purpose of regulating admission to a profession, 
the passing of those tests should be accepted as evidence of fitness 
irrespective of sex. It had been accepted by nearly all the professions 
in this country, and it had been adopted by several of the Bars of the 
world. Were there any special reasons which could be urged against 
adopting the test for the Bar of England? It was alleged that there 
were physical defects and disabilities of temperament in women which 
unfitted them for admission to the legal profession. Those defects. if 


revealed, would be corrected by training and education, as in other 


professions, and secondly, in so far as those defects were not thus 
removed, they would operate against the exercise of the profession 
which men in like case had found. : 

Mr. P. B. Petrides seconded the motion, observing that the pre- 
judice against the admission of women to the Bar was based on no 
sound reason. There was a great feeling in the country that women 
ought to be granted this indulgence. He had himself seen women 
practising in Paris with great ability and distinction, and they were 
allowed to practise in France, Russia, Italy, the United States of 
America, and in many of our Colonial Dominions 

Mr. Chambers pointed to the excellent work which women had 
achieved on boards of guardians and other public bodies in the country. 
It was easy to conceive that cases might gome before the courts in 
which women were concerned, and in which it would be acceptable 
to them to have an opportunity of being examined and cross-examined 
by one of their own sex. 

Mr. Henlé, in supporting the motion, said that either women were 


| 716) was wrongly decided.” 
| following gentlemen also spoke :—Mr. G. Blackwell, Mr. R. Primrose, 


| practise the profession of an advocate it would do no harm if they 
| were admitted, because they would not be successful. If they were 
fitted to practise, then it seemed to him that the public were entitled 
to their services. 
The motion was put to the meeting and declared: to be lost by an 
overwhelming majority. The numbers were not announced, but some 
3O to 40 votes were recorded in favour of the motion. 


United Law Society. 


A meeting of the above society was held on Monday, the 20th of 
January, at 3, King’s Bench-walk, Temple, E.C. Mr. C. A. Buckmaster 
moved : ‘ That the case of Lloyd v. Grace Smith & Co. (1912, A. C. 
Mr. S. Griffith Jones opposed. The 


Mr. C. P. Blackwell, Mr. E. S. Cox Sinclair, Mr. W. Higgins, Mr. B. 
Kanga, Mr. 8. E. Redfern, Mr. Monks, Mr. A. T. Settle, Mr. Norman 
Aaron, Mr. T. A. Pace. The motion was lost by 12 votes. 


The Solicitors’ Managing Clerks’ Association. 


Syllabus of law lectures for the Hilary Session, 1913. The follow- 
ing lectures will (by the kind permission of the Benchers) be delivered 
in the halls of the respective Inns :— 

Tuesday, 28th January.—Lecture, ‘A Comparison of English and 
Foreign Procedure in Civil Cases.’ Lecturer, Ernest Todd, Esq 
Chairman, the Hon. Mr. Justice Scrutton. (In the Old Hall, Lincoln's 
Inn.) 

Tuesday, 25th February.—Lecture, ‘‘ Court Practice—Good and 
Otherwise.”’ Lecturer, His Honour Judge Rentoul, K.C., LL.D. 
(Judge of City of London Court, Commissioner C.C.C.). Chairman, 
the Hon. Mr. Justice Bankes. (In the Old Hall, Lincoln’s Inn.) 

Tuesday, lith March.—Lecture, ‘‘ Liability of Masters for Accidents 
to their Workmen.’’ Lecturer, John Sankey, Esq., K.C. Chairman, 
the Hon. Mr. Justice Bailhache. (In the Middle Temple Hall.) 

The chair will be taken at seven o’clock precisely. 

The lectures are open to all the members of the association, who will 
be allowed to introduce friends connected with the legal profession. Non- 
members will be admitted on production of ticket, which may be 
obtained at the office of the association, New Court, Lincoln’s Inn. 

JouN VERRALL, Hon. Secretary of Lectures. 








The Criminal Law Amendment 
Act, 1912. 


At the trial on Saturday, the 18th inst., at the Central Criminal 
Court, before Mr. Justice Darling, of Timothy Patrick O’Connor, upon 
the charge of procuring a woman for an immoral purpose, the prisonet 
was found guilty, and was sentenced to be imprisoned for eighteen 
months with hard labour, and to be privately whipped once, the 
number of strokes to be thirty and the instrument to be the “ cat.”’ 
Whereupon he objected that he was arrested previously to the passing 
of the Act. Darurnc, J., replied that the conviction was since the 
Act, and later in the day, according to the T'imes, said :— 

O’Connor, I think I ought to tell you that of course you have a right 
of appeal against your conviction and the sentence I passed upon you. 
In the Act of last year section 8 is this, ‘‘ This Act shall not apply to 
proceedings pending at the commencement of this Act.”” The Act 
came into operation on the 13th of December. You were arrested on 
the 7th of December, taken to the police court on the 9th, and re- 
manded to the 17th, by which time the Act was in full force. Whether 
you were arrested on a warrant or not I do not know, but you were 
not committed for trial until the 24th of December. You were tried 
before me on indictment—the bill of indictment was presented against 
you in this month, and that was found to be true—and you are tried 
on that indictment. Those are the proceedings against you as far as 
I am concerned, and this court has no concern with other than those 
proceedings—the proceedings here—the indictment. I only wish to tell 
you this: the word ‘ proceedings,”’ although it is in the Act of Par- 
liament, is, I am sorry to say, an inartistic word, and it may mean 
a good many things. Whether it means the warrant against you—if 
you were arrested on a warrant; whether it means the proceedings at 
the police court; whether it means the proceedings before the remand, 
or the proceedings after the remand, goodness only knows. But for the 
purpose of the sentence I passed upon you I take it as meaning the 
proceedings in this court upon the bill of indictment upon which you 
came before me. But if it refers to the proceedings after the remand. 
you are still within the Act, because you were remanded on the 17th 
of December, and the Act came into operation on the 13th. If the 
proceedings mean proceedings in this court, of course you are clearly 
within the Act, because you are in a different year and different month 
altogether. But there is the point, and you can go to the Court of 
Criminal Appeal upon it, of course. I will further say this: that if 


| I had come to the conclusion that I had no power to order you to be 


whipped, then I should—because of the kind of person I am satisfied 


fit to be called to the Bar or they were not. If they were not fit to | you are and the gravity of the offence that you have committed—have 
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imposed upon you the maximum period of imprisonment. That is to 
say, if I had no power to order you to be flogged I should have given 
you two years’ imprisonment with hard labour instead of eighteen 
months. You see the point? The Court of Criminal Appeal will no 
doubt decide it. 

On Monday the Common Serjeant said that Mr. Justice Darling had 
asked him to state in open court that he would give a certificate that 
the case was one fit to go to the Court of Criminal Appeal. 








Law Students’ Journal. 
Law Students’ Societies. 


Law Stupents’ Desatine Socirery.—Jan. 21.—Chairman, Mr. W. S. 
Jones.—The subject for debate was : ‘‘ That war is the only final method 
of settling disputes involving national honour.’”’ Mr. E. D. Shearn 
opened in the affirmative ; Mr. C. F. King opened in the negative. The 
following members continued the debate : Messrs, R. F. Mattingly, W. 
S. Meeke, H. G. Meyer, W. M. Pleadwell, N. R. ie a A. E. 
Twort, A. M. Hutton, H. Baron, H. K. Turner, and D. L. Strelitskie. 
The motion was lost by 6 votes. 





Chines: 
Mr. Richard Cobbett. 


The death, at the age of fifty-nine, is announced of Mr. Richard 
Cobbett, a member of the firm of Messrs. Cobbett, Wheeler, & Cobbett, 
solicitors, of Manchester. Mr. Cobbett, who was admitted in April, 
1876, was well known as a practising solicitor in the Manchester law 
courts. He did much for the Volunteer and Territorial forces in 
Cheshire, and was for a long time the commanding officer of the forces 
of the Wilmslow district. For some time he was a member of the 
Wilmslow Local Authority, and he was vice-president of the Wilmslow 
Conservative Club. 








Legal - News. 


Appointments. 


Mr. Jonn Anverson Foore, K.C., has been appointed a Commissioner 
to go the North-Eastern Circuit. : 

Mr. Josepu Davies, District Registrar of the High Court of Justice, 
and Registrar and High Bailiff of the Aberystwyth Admiralty, Bank- 
ruptcy, and County Courts, and the senior member of the firm of JosEerx 
Davies & Son, of Aberystwyth, solicitors and notaries, has been 
appointed to act as one of the regular chairmen of the court of referees 
for the North Wales and the Mid-Wales districts under Part II. of 
the National Insurance Act, 1911, relating to unemployment. Mr. 
Davies was admitted a solicitor in July, 1881. 


Mr. C. J. F. ATkrnson, solicitor, of Leeds and Otley, Registrar of the 
Otley County Court, has been appointed by the Board of Trade to be 
chairman ot the York Court of Referees under Part II. (U Jnemploy- 
ment) of the National Insurance Act. Mr. Atkinson was admitted in 


Changes in Partnerships, &c. 


Admission. 


Messrs. Munton, Morris, Kine, Gavan Durry, & Co., solicitors 
and international law agents, of Temple ( Chambers, oe avenue, e, E. -0., 











‘£70,000 FOR MORTGAGE. | 


have as from the Ist of January, 1913, admitted into partnership Mr. 
Henry PATERSON GISBORNE, who served his articles with Mr. GEorGE 
Gavan Durry. The style of the firm will remain as hitherto. 


Dissolution. 


THomMAs CHartes Baytis and Henry Abert CHIDSON, solicitors 
(Watkins, Baylis, & Chidson), 11, Sackville-street, Piccadilly, London. 
Dec. 31. The said Henry Albert Chidson will continue to carry on the 
said business under the same style. 


(Gazette, Jan. 17. 


General. 


Mr. E. A. Mitchell-Innes, K.C., writing to the Jimes of the 20th 
inst., says: ‘‘ I desire to correct an inaccurate statement made by the 
seconder of the resolution proposed and rejected last Friday at the 
annual meeting of the Bar, that women should be admitted to the Bar. 
It is not the fact, as he stated, that either in Russia or in Italy are 
women permitted to practise as advocates. The only first class Powers 
who have made that concession are France and the United States of 
America ’’; and Mr. Philip B. Petrides writes, in the 7'imes of the 23rd 
inst., in reply to Mr. Mitchell-Innes :—‘‘I have to-day obtained con- 
firmation from the Italian Embassy as to the accuracy of the statement 
so far as Italy is concerned, and it is well known that a Bill permitting 
women to practise at the Russian Bar has passed the Duma and the 
Council of Empire, and merely awaits the formality of the Tsar’s 
signature.” 

In his address to the grand jury at the opening of the London Ses- 
sions, on the 2lst inst., Mr. Wallace, K.C., said it was a matter of 
great gratification to all interested in the welfare and prosperity of 
the county that during the last three or four years the number of 
indictable offences had decreased by nearly 20 per cent. 


At Birmingham Quarter Sessions, on the 20th inst., the Recorder 
(Mr. J. S. Dugdale, K.C.) referred to the continued illness of Mr. 
T. S. Soden, who, he said, had been sitting as his deputy in the Second 
Court for thirty years. It was a wonderful thing for a man to sit 
so long a period, and never miss once. He thought it was due to Mr. 
Soden that he should bring before the public such a record of service. 
He was sure every one would wish him better health in his retirement, 
for they would not see him there again. 


Mr. James A. Reid, LL.D. (of Messrs. M’Grigor, Donald, & Co., 
writers, Glasgow), who died on the 13th January, bequeathed, subject 
to the life interest of his sister, to the Faculty of Procurators in Glasgow 
£3,000, to be called ‘‘ The Reid Law Endowment Fund,”’ for founding, 
permanently or temporarily, a chair or lectureship, one or more, in or 
connected with the University of Glasgow, on any subject of law, or 
for establishing a tutorial class or classes in connection therewith, or 
for founding one or more prizes, bursaries, scholarships, or fellowships 
named after him, or for all or any of these purposes. 


In the House of Commons on the 22nd inst. Mr. Royds asked the 
Chancellor of the Exchequer whether, in view of Mr. Justice Horridge’s 
recent decision in the case of the Commissioners of Inland Revenue v. 
Lumsden, whereby payment of increment value duty was directed to 
be made on a Duilder’s profit and where there had admittedly been no 
rise in the value of the site, he would introduce legislation to indemnify 
owners of houses and land agaiyst liability for payment of increment 
value duty in cases where there had been no rise in the value of the 
site since the 3th of April, 1909. The Chancellor of the Exchequer : 
Payment of increment value duty was due on the case referred to in 
the question because the builder realized a price considerably in excess of 
the combined market value of the land and the building erected by 
him. In estimating the increment value full allowance was made for 
the value of the house, including builder’s profits; and the excess of 
price over value was in the nature of a fortuitous windfall which under 
the statute is liable to taxation. I do not propose to introduce amend- 
ing legislation. 





Messrs. COLLINS & COLLINS, Surveyors, 


are requiring several 


FIRST-CLASS SECURITIES 


IN- AMOUNTS OF 


NOT LESS THAN £10,000. 


Priority will be given to Agricultural Land and Freeholds 


in the City or West-End. 


A valuable Life Interest or Reversion entertained. 


Offices :—37, South Audley Street, 


Grosvenor Square, London, W, 
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The treasurer of Lincoln’s Inn, Mr. J.-D. Walker, K.C., and the 
Benchers entertained at dinner on Tuesday night, being the Grand Day 
ia Hilary Term, the Lord Chancellor, Viscount St. Cyres, Lord Strac hie, 
Sir George Reid, Sir Rickman Godlee, Sir Matthew Nathan, Sir Henry 
Maxwell-Lyte. Sir Robert Chalmers, Sir Percy Sanderson, Sir Thomas 
Holdich, Sir Charles Holroyd, Sir W. Guy Granet, the Hon. F. F, 
Macnaghten, the Hon. Victor Russell, Mr. C. J. Stewart, Public 
Trustee, Mr. A. C. Cole, Governor of the Bank of England, Mr. C. 
L. Samson, President of the Law Society, Mr. E. W. Hansell, Mr. 
Nigel Walker, Mr. Maurice Macmillan, Mr. H. Clifford Smith, Dr. 
J. Mitchell Bruce, and Mr. D. G. Hogarth. 


The grand jury at the Suffolk Assizes, on the 21st inst., unani 
mously made a presentation protesting against the suggestion that 
the business should be transferred to any other county, and expressing 
their conviction that the ancient custom of holding assizes at Ipswir h 
and Bury St. Edmunds alternately is in the best interests of tho 
county and of all concerned. Mr. Justice Pickford said he quite agreed 
with the presentment. At Worcester Assizes, on the same day, the 
grand jury presented a petition against the proposal to group counties 
for assize purposes. Mr. Justice Channell said he thought criminal 
business should be administered locally. The Oxford Circuit was one 
on which grouping could be tried with least inconvenience. Reading 
and Oxford might have alternate assizes, and Worcester and Gloucester 
but he thought that grouping could not go further. 


commis ners, ve the Times appointed by Windsor 
I » into the alleged public rights of way ove 
Ascot Heath have 1 their report. They state that evidence wae 
given by persons } d of long personal knowledge of what had 
been the method of public user of the heath, more particularly the right 
of way from Racecourse-lane to Kennel Ride. As no witnesses were put 
forward by the Crow » other authorities, the evidence submitted was 
ided T) did not feel competent to decide the 
legal aspect of fore them, but they suggested to the 
council the advisability taking counsel’s opinion as to whether th 
facts present ) m would entitle the public to the rights and 
privileges « by them. Legal proceedings having been becun by 
the authorities against seven persons for breaking down barriers erected 
across what ia considered to be a right of way, the Parish Council has 
appealed to the District Council to protect such rights under section 2 
of the Local Government Act, 1894. The solicitors representing the 
defendants also suggested that the District Council should provide funds 
to defend the action. The opinion of counsel is to be obtained, and 
when this is received the Rural District Council will decide what fuarthe: 
steps they should take. 


might, 


The 
District Council 


tural 


In the City of London Court, on the 20th inst., says the Times, 
before Judge Lumley Smith, K.C., the British South Africa Com 
pany (Limited), London Wall Buildings, were proceeded against under 
the Workmen's Compensation Act by Mrs. Gibbs, Palace Parade, Horn 
sey, the widow of a clerk in their service, who met his death while 
working for them. She claimed £226. Lord Tiverton appeared for 
the applicant, and Mr. Harold Brandon for the respondents. It 
appeared that on 23rd October, when Gibbs’s work for the day had 
finished, be went with a fellow-clerk to play a game of billiards, the 
directors providing a recreation room for that purpose. Gibbs found 
the tables engaged, and he returned to pack up his papers for the night. 
When Gibbs stepped into what he thought was the lift it turned out 
no lift was there, and he fell to the ground, and was killed. His widow 
now claimed compensation. Mr. Brandon said that Gibbs was attempt 
ing to use a lift which he had no business to go into, it being a goods 
lift It was used for coals. He contended that the deceased was not 
in the employment of the company when he met with his death, as he 
ought not to have attempted to use the lift. Judge Lumley Smith 
said that the cases on the point were rather fine. At one time they all 
went against the masters, but now the tide seemed to have turned. 
He thought the accident to Gibbs arose in the course of his employ- 
ment, but he did not think it arose out of the employment in going up 
to play billiards. He therefore found for the employers. 
In the Honge of C 1s, on the 9th inst., in reply to a question 
by Sir W. Byles as to treatment of youthful offenders, Mr 
McKenna said : The pre ion of crime by means of the reformation 
of the criminal is an aim which is constantly in the mind of the prison 
and persietent efforts have been made and are now being 
made by them to achieve it. I would deprecate in the strongest pos 
sible way the suggestion that becauee such efforts are in some cases 
ineffectual, the prison authorities are indifferent to the object in view ; 
and I cannot think that because imprisonment has failed to correct a 
boy’s or a man’s dishonest tendencies, it is therefore to be regarded as 
having ‘‘ transformed him into an habitual criminal.’”? The public ex 
preseion of such a view appears to me unduly discouraging to those 
actually engaged in prison administraton. Wth regard to the treat- 
ment of youthful offenders, I would point out that, under the existing 
law, no offender of lees than fourteen years of age can be sentenced 
to impriconment at all, and no one under sixteen can be go sentenced 
unless he is certified to be of a specially depraved or unruly character. 
Probation and detention in a reformatory or an induetrial school, or 
in one of the places of detention provided under the Children Act are 
the substitutes for imprieonment in the case of offenders under sixteen, 
and as regards offenders between eixteen and twenty-one, I would 
refer my hon. friend to the reformatory work done in Borstal institu- 
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mittees established at the different prisons. 








Way PayRent!? Take an Immediate Mortgage free in event of death 
from the Scorrisn Temperance Lire Assunance Co. (Liutrep). Repay. 
ments usually less than rent. Mortgage expenses paid by the Company. 
Prospectus from 3, Cheapside, E.C. ’Phone 6002 Bank.—Adrvt. 





The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sales, 


Jan. 29.—Mesers, PouetaAs Youna & Co, at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Ground 
Ren‘s (see advertisement, poe iii. Jan. 11). 

Feb. 19.—Mesars. Eowin Fox, Bousrienp, Burwetrs & Baportey, at the Mart, at 
2: Freehold Property, &«. (see advertisement, back page, thia week). 

Feb. 19.—Meaers, Gopwiw, Bastev & Co., at the Mart, at 2: Leasehold [nvos' ments, 
&c. (see advertisement, back page, this week). 


Result of Sale. 
Reversions, Policies, &c. 


Mesars. H. BE. Foster & Crawrieip held their usnal Fortnightly Periodical Sale 
of these interests, at the Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C., on Thursday last, whea a 
total of £5,160 was realised, 





Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


ReoisTtears tx ATTENDANCE OW 
Apprat Court Mr. Justice 
No. I, Joyvor. 

Mr Bloxam Mr Farmer 
Jolly Synge 
Greswall Bioxau 
Leach Goldschmidt 
Borrer Leach 
Goldschmidt Charch Bloxam 

Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
NEVILLE. Parkes. Eves. 

Mr Greswell Mr Leach Me Golds chmidt 
Churea Goldschmidt Bloxam 
Leach Church Farmsc 
Borrer Greswell Charch 
Synge Jolly Greswell 
Jolly Borrer Lach 


‘SOME REASONS) 
WHY # 


Messrs. ATHERTONS, Limited, of 634, Chancery Lane 
London, W.C., claim to have disposed of more practices, and 
arranged more partn-rships and successions for the legal profession, 
than any two firms of negotiators in the Kingdom together. 
WHY? Because the keynote of ther Business is ‘‘ Strict 
—< , Confidence.” Purchasers and Vendors alike can 
CONFIDENCE. 


without hesitation place themselves nnreservedly 
EXPEDITION. 


Rota oF 
Mr. Justice 
Swinrew Eaor. 

Mr Jolly 
Greswall 
Borrer 
Syage 

armor 


EMFRGEXCY 
Rota, 
Monday Jan. 27? Mr Rorrer 
Tuesday 28 Leach 
Vednesday ... 29 Goldschmidt 
Thursday Farmer 
friday ........ 8l Charch 
Jatdy Feb. 1 Synge 


Date, 


Mr. Justice 
Wanrerroroy, 
Mr Synge 

Borrer 
Jolly 
Bloxam 
Goldschmidt 
Farmer 


Date, 


Monday Jan. 27 
Cuesday ...... 3 
Wednesday... 2 
Thursday 
Friday ......... 
Jatdy Feb. 








in the hands of the principals of this enter- 
prising firm. 

Every transaction entrusted to their care is 
dealt with forthwith, and every effort made 
to complete within a few days. 


EVIDENCE. 
Sept. 29th, 1912. | 
“Might T add my thanks for | 
the extremely useful interview 
you accord. d me yesterday.” 





Dec. 1st, 1912. 
“T am qu'te overwhelmed with 
the quautity of applicants for 
partnerships which your firm have 


Extracts a © 
been able so skilfu'ly to obtain. 


fromietters 

| recently 
Dec. 5th, 1912. | received 

“T am very thankful for your rom 
en rgetic way of finding clients.” | Solleitors. 


r 
Nov. 27th, 1912. 
“ Many thanks for the trouble 
| you have taken in this matter. 





WHAT THEY UNDERTAKE. 
Sale of Practices, Limited Company Registra 
Arrangement of Partnerships tions, 
and Successtons, Advances on Roeversions, 
Amalgamations, General Finance, and 
Introduction of Capital, Sup; ly Managing Clerks, 


THEY INVITE CORRESPONDENCE. 
WRITE 


Telegrams: 
“ Alacrious, London.” 


LIMITED, 
63/4, Chancery Lane, 
Lond 


Telephone: 2482 Holborn. 











- 
ATHERTON 





Mr. Com- 


MISSIONER 


f 


Row.att, J. Garnmacur, 


Lue, J. 


Avory, J. 


Bayxns, J. 


Lorp 
Co.earpar, Scrut- 


{ 


! 


Bray, J. A. T. Law- 


| 


‘ 


, J. Darumwe, J. Caaywett, Parcimore, Buckyt1, 


' 


/Lorp Carer! Ripury. 


Dates. 





Foors, K.U. 


tos, J. 


RENCE, J. 


J. 


Horriper, 


J. 


Pick- 
Fokp, J. 


J. 


Justice. 


J. 


J. 
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High Court otf Justice.—King’s Bench. Division. 


HILARY Sittings, 1913. 
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Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette,—FRIDAY, Jan. 17. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 


Lrurrep rv Cmancrry. 

ANGLO-GALICIAN NAPHTHA SYNDICATE, Lrp.—Petn for winding-up, presented Jan 9, 
directed to be heard Jan 28. Spyer & Sons, Austin-friars House, Austin-friars, solors 
forthe petnr. Notice of appearing must reach the above named not later than six 
o'clock in the afternoon of Jan 27. 1 

BILTONS, Ltp.—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 31, to send their names and 
addresses, ani the particulars of their debts or claims, to Charles Ernest Bullock, 17, 
Albion st, Hanley, liquidator. 

BRITISH COMPRESSED CANE TRUNK Co, LtTp.—Petn for winding-ap, presented Jan 13, 
directed to be heard before the Court at Quay st, Manchester, Jan 30 J. His op & Son, 
svlors to the petnr, 26, Brazennose st, Manchester. Notice of appearing must reach 
the above named not later than six o'clock in the afternoon of Jan 29 

FURNIVALS, Ltp.—Creditors should at once send in their names and addresses, and 
particulars of their debts or claims, to R. C. Clark, 17, Albion st, (Haney, Staffs, 
liquidator. 

GUAPO (TRINIDAD) Or. Co, LTD. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION).—Creditors are required, 
on or before Jan 31, to send in their names and addresses, and the particulars uf 
their debts or claims, to H. C. Underwood, 6, Drapers gdns, liquidator, 

GARAGES, LTp.—Petn for winding up, presented Jan 13, directed to be heard Jan 
28. Wingfield & Co, 74, Cheapside, solors mm person. Noticeof appearing must reach 
the above-named not later than six o'clock in the afternoon of Jan 27. 

HAZELHOLME MINING Co, LTD. (IN VOLUNTARY TIQUIDATION).—Creditors are required, 
on or before Feb 26, to send their names and addresses and the particulars of their 
debts or claims, to William Dickinson, 143, Queen st, Whitehaven, liquidator. 

HENRY LEYLAND & Sons, LtTD.—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 1, to send 
the’'r names and addresses, and the part'culars of their debts or claims, to Alfied 
Pilling, 23, Acrestield, Bolton. Winders, Bolton, solors to the liquidator. 

LAMI RIVER RUBBER, COCOA AND BANANA PLANATIONS Lrp-—Petn for winding up, 
presented Jan 15, directed to be heard Jan 28. Heywood & Ram, Outer Temple, 222, 
Strand, solors for the petnrs. Notice of appearing must reach the above named not 
later than six o'clock in the afternoon of Jan 27. 

LONDON SCOTTISH EXPLORATION SYNDICATE, LTp. (IN VOLUNTARY LIQUIDATION). 
Creditors are required, on or before Fe 15, to send their names and addresses, and 
th: parti wars of their debts or claims, to Arthur Charles Gibbons, 32, Great St 
Helens, liquidator. 

NICHOLAS MERCER, LTp.—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 8, to send their nam+s 
and addresses, and the perticulars of their debts or claims, to Richard R. Porter, 3, 
King st, Blackburn, liquidator. 

PLATE STEAMSHIP Co, Ltp,—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 20, to send in their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Edward John 
Baker and Arthur R. Baker, Billiter House, Billit +r at, quidators. 

PREMIER NINKADA (NIGERIA) TIN ExPLO ATION Co, Lrp, (IN VOLONTARY LIQuIDA- 
TION). —Creditors are required, on or before Feb 14, to send their names and addresses, 
and particulars of their debts or claims, to Herbert « harles Underwood, 6, Drapers 
gdos, liquidator, 








London Gazette.— TURSDAY, Jan 21. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 


Liurtep ts OmAncerY. 

HANDLEY’'S Brewery, LTD.—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 24, to send ther 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or elaims to William 
Stenton Gibbon, 40, Brazennose st, Manchester, liquidator. 

TLO VALLEY RunBER AND CocoA PLANTATIONS, LtTp.—Creditors are required, on or 
before Feb 28, to send their names and ad iresses, and the particalars of their debts or 
claims, to C. 8. Meares, 25-26, Broad st house, liquidator. 

ROMILEY SPINNING Co, LTD (IN-LIQUIDATION)—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 
24, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Percy Dunkerley, Howard House, Queen’s sy, Blackpool, N.S. Chadwick, Oldham, 
solor for the liquidator. 

StrouD News, Lrp —Creditors are reqyired, on or before Feb 15, to send their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Harry Harmer, Elmsley, 
Denmark rd, Gloucester. 

WILLIAM RoneErts & Co (BIRMINGHAM), LtD.—Crecitors are required, on or before Feb 
21, to sevd their names and address:s, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to Oswald Holt Caldicott, 8, Newhall st, B.rmingaoam, liquidator 





Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 
London Gazette—FRIDAY, Jan. 17. 


Tupor House Co, LTp. 

LEYTONSTONE PALACE, LTD. 

PATHFINDER Co, LTD. 

HARRY J. NAYLOR, LTD. 

BRADMORE ESTATE SYNDICATE, LTD. 
SOUTHDOWN HOTELS, LTD. 

HERBERT E. HOUNSELL, LTD. 

PEOPLE'S PALACE, TOTTENHAM, LTD. 

NORTH ATLANTIC STEAMSHIP CO, LTD. 

BLocH & BEHR, LTD. 

PLATE STEAMSHIP Co, LTD, 

COLINA EsTANCIA Co, LTD. 

ADVERTISING CONCESSIONS (PARENT) Co, LTD. 
LONDON SCOTTISH EXPLORATION SYNDICATER, LTD, 
STAR OF Hope INSURANCE CO, LTD. 

IVORITE NICKEL ELECTRO FouNDRY, LTD, 
HORNSEA BRICK AND TILE Co, Lip. 





London Gazette-—-TUESDAY, Jan. 21. 


WINCHESTER UNITED AERATED WATER CO, Ltp. 
JOSEPH NOAKE & Sons, LTD. ~ 

THORNTON ENGINEERING Co, LTD. (Amalgamation). 
FINANCIAL OPINION, LTD. 

WoOoDGRANGE CLUB, LTD. 

NATHAN Hops & Co, LTD, 

RoMARY, LTD. 

HANDLEY'S BREWERY, LTD. 

EMPIRE AND NATURE PICTURE-LECTURE SYNDICATE, LTD, 
SACRED AND EDUCATIONAL ANIMATED PICTURE Co, LTD. 
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FASTERN EXPLOITATION Co, Ltp. 

ILO VALLEY RUBBER AND CocoA PLANTATIONS, Lap. 
PENKETH PARK Oo, LTD. 

BRITISH CHAIN MANUFACTURING Co, LTD. (Reconstruction). 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day or Ota. 


London Gazette.—Fainoar, Jan. 17. 
Govtn, Faroertce Grower, Pentre, Glam. Hotel Proprietor Feb 35 London and 
Provincial Bank, Limited v Richards, Swinfen Eady, J Morris, Cardiff 


Martay, Caantes Berwatey, St Katherine’s Lodge, Ragent’s park, D.L. Feb 17 
Duke of Rutland v Hyde, Eve;J Trotter, Victoria st, Wes:minster 


London Gazette.—TUESDAY, Jan. 21. 


Bourwaars, Ectew, Worthing Feb 28 Southgate and Another v Pollock, Swinfen 
Eady acd Neville, JJ Symonds, Queen st, Cheapside 


Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Dar ov Cram. 


London Gazette.—FRIDAY, Jan. 17. 

Aaivs, FRANCESCO, Cospicua, Malta, Merchant Feb11 Hill & Compstop, Fenchurch st 

BATCHELLOR, MARY ANN, Bramham gins, Kensington Feb15 Griffinhoofe & Brewster 
King’s Bench wal«x 

BLECKLY, WILLIAM Henry, Thelwall, Chester Marl Field & Co, Liverpool 

BrRroven, RALPH, Biddulph, Staffa Feb3 Hollinshead, Tunstall 

BULLOCK, WILLIAM THOMAS, Macclesfield, Chester, Draper Feb17 Blant & Brockle- 
hurst, Macclesfield 

BUTLER, WILLIAM THOMAS, Dorking, Surrey Feb 15 Down & Co, Dorking 

CAMPBELL, DONALD, C-lne, Wilts, MD Feb 15 Bevir & Son, Wootton Bassett 

CARTER, ELLEN, Edge Hill, Liverpool Feb20 Cleaver & Co, Liverpool 

DAVIS, EDWAKD AMPHLETT, Malvern, Solicitor Feb18 Taylor & Co, Greshan st 

Donson, EDWARD, Baildon, Yorks Feb°®S Rhodes & Hall, Bradford 

Euws, Joun, Lyndhurst, Southampton, Artist Feb 26 Gilleon, Lyndhurst 

ETHERIDGE, JouN RICHARD, Manchester, Contractor Feb 28 Wood & Lord, Man- 
chester 

GEERING, FRANCES MARION, Old Dover rd, B'ackheath Feb17 Rooke & Sons, Lincoln's 
inn flelds 

GOODALL, EMMA, Tenbury, Worcester Feb 28 Davis & Ashley, Tenbury 

Goopwin, FREDERICK BIRKETT, Newlands Park, Lower S:deuham Feb 20 Moger, 
Bath 

GRANT, JAMES, Upland rd, Esst Dulwich Feb 25 Munns & Longden, Fredericks pl, 
Old Jewry 

GULLY, JOHN Puttir, Bournemouth April 17 Bell & Co, Queen Victoria st 

HALL, Joun, 8t Leonards on Sea Feb?8 Langham & Co, Hastings 

HARE, ALBERT, Harrogate, Farmer Feb 15 Topham, Harrogate 

HASLETT, SUSANNAH, Lower Clapton rd, Clapton Feb 20 Foster & Co, Quesn Street 
pl 

HAYWOOD, JOHN HARRINGTON, Nottingham, Surgical Instrument Manufacturer Feb 24 
Watsou & Co, Nottingham 

HILL, JOSHUA, Nawton, nr York, Joiner Jan 31 Hammond, Bradford 

HOOPER, FREDERICK MONTGOMERY BARRY, Harborne, Staffs, Solicitor Feb 28 Hooper, 
Birmingham 


HORSMAN, JOHN WALTER, Sutherland av Feb 17 Edridge & Newnham, Queen | 


Victoria st 
Hoveuton, THOMAS, Preston, Licensed Victual'er Feb 8 Craven & Son, Preston 
Hupson, MARY, Sheffield Feb 15 Howe & Co, Sheffield 
Hvenes, JOHN, Wanstead, Essex Mar 1 Fielder & Co, Raymond bldgs, Gray's inn 
JACKSON, HENRY, Basingstoke, Southampton, Draper Feb 15 Kingdon, Basingstoke 
J ACKSON, SAMUEL, Ashton under Lyne, Lancs Feb 15 Lees, Ashton under Lyne 
KENNY, MICHAEL, Carlisle Feb 22 Errington & Son, Carlisle 
KING, JOSHUA SELLER, Harrogate Feb 28 ‘Tcpham, Harrogate 
LAMBERT, MARTHA, Silsden, Yorks Feb 8 Smith, Silsden 
MATTHEWS, ELIZABETH, Chand! rs Ford, Hants Feb 13 Wilson & Sons, Salis‘ ury 


| MELLowgEs, AsHBy HENRY, Sheffield Feb 21 &mith & Co, Sheffield 
| MrTrox, DorA, Sutton, Surrey Feb28 Jackson & Son, Bush Lane House, Cannon st 
|. MORGAN, GEorus, Cardiff, Grocer Jan 31 Harrison & Hann, Cardiff 
| OGLE, ARTHUR JOSEPH SAYVILLE, Bishops Teignton, nr Teignmouth Feb 28 Tozer & 
Dell, Teignmouth 
PEEL, EDMUND RICHARD, Rock Ferry, Chester Marl Field & Co, Liverpool 
PEISER, EMMA ANNIE, Parkhurst rd, Holloway Feb 25 Atkinson, LL.D, Finsbury sq 
PRICE, ARTHUR ROKEBY, Old Broad st, Stockbroker Feb 28 Gush & Co, Finsbury ci: 
| PRITCHARD, ELEANOR EMILY, The Avenue, Kew Gardens Feb 28 Neal, Arthur st 
Proctor, ANN MARIA, Exeter Feb 28 Pinsent & Co, Birmingham 
Pt mm, ROBERT LANGRISH, Essex Villas, Philimore gdnz, Feb 28 Furber & Son, Gray's 
nn sq 
RICKETTS, JAMES, Tuffley,Gloucester Feb 20 Guise, Newnham, Glos 
tYCROFT, EvITH MAUDE, Sevenoaks Feb28 Woolley & Whitfield, Great Winches‘er 
st 


ScoTT, SAMUEL, Leamington Jan 31 Thompson, Barrow in Furness 

ScULLY, RIcHARD, Church rd, Canonbury, Picture Frame Moulding Manufacturer Feb 
28 Robinson, Bedford row 

SIBLESZ, GERARDO, Liverpool, Cigar Merehant Feb 15 Weightinan & Co, Liverpoo! 

SPEARING, ELIZABETH L)nBik, Chapel Allerton, nr Axbridge, Somerset Feb 28 Clapp 
Wedmore, Somerset 

STEPHFNS, CHARLES WESLEY, Ledbury, Hereford, Ironmonger Feb 22 Masefield, 
Ledbury 


| TATE, Rev Canon WILLIAM, Stradbroke, Suffolk Feb 6 Ling & Son, Framlingham 


THOLANDER, ELIESER, Emmett st, Poplar, Ship's Chandler Mar 10 Smith «& 
Hudson, Fenchurch st 
Tripr, CHARLES Upton, Penleat Altarnun, Cornwall Feb 28 Heaton & Son, Burslem 





WILsoN, JULIA, Sandgate, Kent Feb 22 Collyer-Bristow & Co, Bedford row 


Woop, ROWLAND, Clapton, nr Thrapston, Northampton Feb 28 Billinghurst & Co, 
Bucklersbury 


| WooDALL, WILLIAM,-Shipley, Tailor Jan 2s Hammond, Bradford 


WoOoDHEAD, DELILAH, Bradford Feb 28 Rhodes & Hall, Bradford 

WRaGG, CHARLES GEORGE, Nottingham Feb 24 Watson & Co, Nottingham 

YEATS, THOMAS FLATSBY Liverpool, Chemist Marl Field & Co, Liverpool 

Youne, Rev. WILLIAM EDWARD ALLEN, Hassocks, Su:sex Feb 26 Stuckey & Co 
Brighton 


London Gazette—TUESDAY, Jan. 21. 

ADAMS, WALTER, Commercial rd East Feb 20 Allwood, Gray's inn sq 

ANSAKIN, WILLIAM, Birmingham Feb18 Righey & Co, Birmingham 

SAILEY, Captain HENRY EpwIN, Eard'ey cres, Earl's Court Feb 16 Rye & Eyre, 
Golden sq 

BAILLIE, SARAH ISARELLA, Richmond rd, Twickenham Feb5 Haslip, Martin's In 

BEDFORD, BERNARD FRANCIS RILAND, Wellesbourne, Warwick Mar 5 Hadley & Co 
Birmingham 

BEWLEY, EDWARD WHITE, Gravesend Mar25 Boorman, Gravesend 

BLUCK, MARMADUKE PRICKETT, Featherstone, New Zealand Feb25 Champney & 
Forward, Hull 

SONSEY, CeCIL ERNEST, Chalfont St Peter, Bucks, Butcher April 14 Frank Nash, 
Chalfont St Giles, Bucks 

BovuLAYE, JouN GALBOIS, Bolton Feb 28 Entwistle, Bo'ton 

BUCKTHORP, MARTIN Av@rstus, Thornt n av, Chiswick Feb 18 Sherrard & Sons 
Gresham st 

CAMPBELL, MADELINE ATKINS, Brome. Eye, Suffolk Maril0 Baker & Nairne, Crosby sq 

CATLIN, CHARLES JAMEs, Church st, Stoke Newington Feb 15 Goddard, Clement's inn, 
Strand 

Craps, MARY ANN, Southampton Lomer & Grierson, Southampton 


| CUMMING, CHARLES LENNOX BRUCE, FRGS, Princes sq April 1 Bualderston & 


Warrens Bedford row 
CURRIE, ANNIE PIDSLEY, Bath Feb 28 Sawbridge & Son, Aldermanbury 
DWYER, RICH4«RD, Liverpool Feb 25 Gregson & Sharman, Liverpool 
| Frost, Louisa, Whalley Range, Manchester Feb 22 Slater & Co, Manchester 
GARRETT, JEAN ELIZABETH, St Leonards on Sea Feb 20 Leader & Co, Newgate st 
| HALL WILLIAM, Lanchester, Durham, Joiner Feb 25 Wilsons & Co, Durham 
KENNELLY, AMELIA JANE, Stratford rd, Hall Green, Birmingham June 24 Coley & 
Coley, Birmingham 
KEY, James, Arlecdon, Cumberland, Yeomin March 31 Mason, Workington, Cnmber- 
land 
MAITLAND, WILLIAM, Gloucester, Commercial Traveller Feb 18 Grimes, Gloucester 
OXLEY, ROBERT FAIRGRIEVE, South Moor, Durham, Colliery Stoneman Feb 22 Burnicle 
| & Morton, Sunderland 
PARKER, JAMES, Oxford, Publisher Feb 28 Twisden & Co, Gray's inn sq 
| PEEL, FREDERICK, Folkestone Feb 20 Seymour, Eastleigh, Hants 








THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 
FUND, LIMITED, 


24, MOORGAT!E STERAZT, LONDON, 


ESTABLISHED in 8980. 
LICENSES INSURANCE. 
SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 
Upwards of 750 Appeals to Quarter Sessions have been conducted under the direction and supervision of the Corporation. 


Suitable Ciauses for insertion in Leases or Mortgages 
aepplication. 


of Licensed Property, Settied by Counsel, will be sent on 


POOLING INSURANCE. 
The Corporation also insures risks in connection with FIRE, CONSEQUENTIAL LOSS, 
BURGLARY, WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, FIDELITY CUARANTEE, THIRD PARTY, &o., under 
a perfected Profit-sharing system. 


APPLY FOR 


PROSPECTUS. 








Aemita 
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LAW FIRE 


INSURANCE SOCIETY LIMITED, 


Fire. 
Domestic Servants. 


CHARLES PLUMPTRE JOHNEON, Esq.. 
WILLIAMS, Esq., 


ROMER 


GEORGE FRANCIS BERNEY, Esq. (Corsellis & Berney), Lincoln's Inn Fields, 
es & Dickinson), Stonehouse, Plymouth. 


H. D, BEWES, Esa. ( 
L. C, CHOLMELE (Frere, Cholmeley & Co.), 
¥. E. E. FAREBROTHER, 

HENRY LEFEVRE FARRER, 


FRANCIS a |e JA 
HARRY 
DILLON R. 


L. LOW 
FREDERICK Llbwe 2 RGAN, Esq. ( 


SECRETARY—H. T. OWEN LEGGATT. 


Personal Accident and Disease. 


» Eeq. Lincoln's Inn Fields. 
Pau FRANCIS BLAKE CHURCH, Esq. (Church, Adams & Prior), Bedford Row, 
. (Fladgate & Co.), Craig's Court, Charing Cross. 
(Farrer & Co.), Lincoln's Inn Fields. 
LAND, Esq. (Nicholson, Patterson & Freeland), Queen Anne’s Gate,| J. 


orem, De. . (Lawrence, Graham & Co.), Lincoln's ——¥ 
A. T. 8 ot (Hallowes & Carter), Bedford Row 
win ‘ a te Brodie, & Hart), Bedford Row, 
E. CARLETON HO .(formerlyof E, Carleton Holmes, Fell& Wade), Bedford Row. 

, Esq, (Gwynne James & Son), Herefo: 
Lee, Bolton & Lee), The Sanctuary, ‘Westminster, 

. (Lowe & Co.), — Gardens. 
& Morgan), Somerset Street. 


No. 114, Chancery Lane, London, W.C. 


BON DS—The Directors desire to specially draw the attention of the Legal Profession to the fact that the Fidelity 
—_———— Guarantee Bonds of this Society are accepted by His Majesty’s Government and in the High Court of Justice. 





Burgiary. Fidelity Guarantee. 


Property Owners’ Indemnity. 


Third Party. 





DIRECTORS— 


Workmen's Compensation, includinz 
Plate Glass. 


J.P., Chatrman (iormerly of Johnson, Raymond-Parker & Co., Lincoln's Inn). 


D.L., J.P. Vice- Chairman (Williams & James), Norfolk House, Thames Embankment. 


Westmi 


W. RID 
GEORGE - BTEWA 








Sir RICHARD NICHOLSON (Nicholson, Patterson & Freeland), Queen Anne's Gate, 


ipater. 
WILLIAM NOCTON, Esq., D.L., J.P. (Nocton & Sons), Great Marlborough Street. 
RONALD PEAKE, Feq. (Peake, Bird, Collins & > Bedford Row. 
JOHN DOUGLAS PEEL, Esq. (Morell, Fon & Peel 
tne fad , a. (Rawle, Johnstone & 
ot is aaa & Co.), Lincoln's Inn. 


Oxford. 
& Co.), Bedford 


), Lincoln's Inn Fields. 


Lee & Pembertons 

The Right Hon. LORD STRATHEDEN AND CAMPBELL, Bruton Street, 
J. PERCEVAL TATHAM, +4 lw & 
R, W. TWEEDIE, Esq. (A. F 
W,. MELMOTH WALTERS, Esq. (Walters & Co.), Lincoln's Inn. 

Sir HENRY ARTHUR WHITE, C.V.O. (A. & H. White), Great Marlborough Street 
E. H. WHITEHEAD, Esq. (Burch, Whiteh 
E. TREVOR LL, WILLIAMS, Esgq., J.P., Clock House, Byfleet, Surrey. 


ASSISTANT SECRETARY—ARTHUR E. C. WHITE. 
Society, consequent on its close connection with, and exceptional experience of the requirements of, the Legal Profession 


Procter), Lincoln's Inn Fields. 
& R. W. Tweedie), Lincoln's Inn Fields. 





d & David ), Spring Gardens. 


INVITES 


This 
APPLICATIONS FOR AGENCIES FROM SOLICIHIORS, 10 WHOM IT 1S ABLE TO OFFER SPECIAL PACILITIES for the transaction ol Insurance 


business on the most favourable terms. 


Forms and full information may be had at the Society’s Uffice, 


it enjoys the highest reputation for prompt and liberal settlement of claims. 
The business of the Society is confined to the United Kingdom, and the security 


otiered to the Pelicy Holders is unsurpassed by any of the leading Insurance Companies. 





PETROCOKINO, MEROPE, Broughton Park, Manchester Feb 21 


chester 

PILLING, ELIZABETH, Tue Brook, Liverpool 

Rosy, 
Trent 

RODRIGUEZ, EPIFANIO, Robert st, Adelphi, Shipper 
st 


ROWE, FREDERICK JOHN Febi8 Rye & Eyre, Golden aq 
SALAMON, BELLA, Berlin Feb%l Bender, King st 
SAVILLE, MARY, Leeds Feb 20 Bowlings & Co, Leeds 


Saxton, WILLIAM, Derby, Tobacconist Feb_28 Pinder & Russzell, Derby 
Mar 25 Gordon, Golden sq 


SETON, WALTER JOHN, Fleet, Southampton 





Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—Fripay, Jan. 17. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Asmitace, Joe, South Shields, Grocer Newcastle upon 
Tyne Pet Jan 14 Ord Ja: 14 

Aamitace, Joan Hivx, South Hieadley, ar Barnsley, Yorks, 
Farmer Barnsley Pet Jan 15 Ord Jan 15 

Barratt, Georce Bewsamin, Leeds, Tailor Leeds Pet 
Jan 14 Ord Jan 14 

Busu, Artnur James, Chatteris, Cambridge, Fruiterer 
Peterborough Pet Jan 14 Ocd Jan 14 

Cuampens, Hecew Hargegiett, Rict mond, Surrey Wands- 
worth PetJanl4 Ord Jan 14 

Cuagitey, Feayx, Hilldrop cres, —“\ ee Journalist 
High Court Pet Dec 11 Ord Jan 14 

Ctark, AnTHur, West Harting, Sussex Brighton Pet 
Jan 138 Urd Jan 13 

Crake, Annir, East Keal Fen, Lincoln 
Jan 15 Ord Jan 15 

Crarke,- Tuomas, St George's rd, Pimlico High Court 
Pet Oct 3 O.d Jan14 

am, ates x, Curzon st High Court Pet Nov7 Ord 
ao 


Boston Pet 


Cotzmay, Joux, Boughton, Monchelsea, 7 Corn 
Meichant Maiistone Pet Jan 13 Ord Jan 13 

Dawsoy, Tuomas, Manchester, Window Cleaner Man- 
chester Pet Jan13 Ord Jan 13 
Gan, Aticge Exjzazetn, Bristol Bristol -Pet Jan 13 
Ord Jan 13 

Evans, Preece, ey 4 Anglesey, Drapar Bangor 


Pet Jan 14 Ord Jan 1 
Evnz, + Jase, ca + Butcher Derby Pet Jan 2 
an 
Fieatwoop, CHarues Hewry, Victoria st, Insurince 
Broker High Court Pet Jan 14 Ord Jau 4 
FLarcusk, Hagry, Bradford, conemngaan Plumber Brad- 
mene Pet os Ord Jan 1 .. 
tek, Isdac, Kingston wu; ull Kingston upon 
@. Hull Pet Jan 15 "Ord Jan, 13 a, 
aroRTH, Apraur Row.anp, Sheffield, Commission Agent 
Shetfield Pet Jan 15 Ord Jan 15 . 


Feb 28 Harrison & Burton, Liverpool 
SAMUEL CHARLES, Burton upon Trent Feb 26 Drewry & Newb id, Burton on | 


Mar 31 Tamplin & Co, Fenchurch 


\ 


SMITH, RICHARD. 
| Holborn viaduct 
SMITR, 


Grundy & Co, Man 


| WILSON, 
Sheffie!d 


st, Lincoln's inn 


YOUNG, 
’ fields 








Guyyett, Eowarp Jouy, Ludlow, Seep. Tobacc mist 
Leoninster PetJani3 Ord Jan! 

Kixe, Leoxagp WItuiaM, “yy i Victualler 
Swansea Pet Jan13 Ord Jaa 1 

Kise, Recuet, Liechryd, Cardigan Gannentt n Pet Dec 
31 Ord Jan 11 

LananD, ‘faomas Karpericx, Kingston upon Hull, Super- 
iateadeat of Cargoes Kiogston upoa Hall Pet Jan 
15 Ord Jan 15 

Loxyepoy, Wriitam, and Vervox Grorce Cons, Notting- 
hum, Electrical Engineers Nottinguam Pet Jan 15 
Ord Jan 15 

Msaortr, Samuugt, Wolverhampton, Lock Manufacturer 
Wolverhampton Pet Dee l4 Ord Jan 13 

Mipei rort, Gustav, Park Viilage East, Kegent’s Park, 
High Court Pet Nov 14 Ord Jan 15 

Norsuay, Wicxram, Salford, Cab Proprietor Salford Pet 
Jan 13 Ord Jan 18 

Park, James Evpiort, Eynella rd, Dulwich Park High 
Court Pet Dee 13 Ord Jan 15 

Parrcuaap, Joun Eooas Cassis, High ri, Kilburn, Clerk 
High Court Pet Jan13 Ord Jaa 13 

Pcatrts, Faepeaick, Pontefract, Yorks, Fried Fish Dealer 
Wakefield Pet Jan 13 Ord Jan 13 

ROBBINS, HARRY, Evesham, Worcester, 
Worcester Pet Dec 28 Ord Jan 14 

SANSOME, PERCY WILKINS, Pontypool, Moo, 
Newport, Men Pet Janl4 Ord Jan 14 

SIMPSON, JOHN CORNELIUS, Waterloo pl, solicitor 
Court Pet Nov 20 Ord Jan 14 

TH<WLIS, TepBER, Wakefield, Baker Wakefield Pet Jan 
13 O.d Jan 13 

THOMAS, ANN ELIZABETH, Trowbridge, Wilts 
Janl4 Ori Jan 14 

Trout, HuURcCLESS JAMES, St Leonards on Sea, Fruiterer 
Hastings Pet Oct 15 Ord Jan 14 


Cycle Dealer 
Dentist 


High 


Bath Pet 


Vouans, LAoNaRD JOHN, York, Grocer York Pet Jan 14 | 


Ord Jan 14 


| THomMAS WILLIAM, Wolverhampt oo, Pork Butcher 


Wolverhampton Pe. Jan 13 Ord Jan 13 

| Wane, WILLIAM JAMES, Salisbury, Wilts Salisbury Pet 
Jan 15 Ord Jan 15 

Woop, ARTHUR, Heaton Norris, Lancs, Solicitor’s Clerk 
Stockport Pet Jan 11 Ord Jan-t1 


Church End, 


WILLIAM, Wal'asey, Chester 


WORNUM, THORNTON SSLDEN, Narcissus rd, Hampstead 


Henry Roperts, Yiewsley 


Prospectuses and Proposal 


Finchley, Manufacturing Jeweller Feb 25 


Feb 21 Uirdley, Liverpool 


THISTLETHWAYTE, late Capt THOMAS GEORGE, Gwendwr rd, West Kensington Feb 15 
Lum'‘ey & Lumley, Vonduit st, Bond st 


GEORGE ALPHONZO, 


Sheffi ld, Commerciisl Traveller Mar 6 Kesteven, 


Feb 28 Kendall & Co, Carey 


Feb 19 Lan: & Co, Portsmouth st, Lincoln's Inn 


WooproW, JaMes, Lonsdale rd, Barcés Wandsworth 
Pet De@ 14 Ord Jan 14 
FIRST MEETINGS. 


Apcock, ARTHUR JOHN, Manchester, Merchant Jan 27 at 
3 uff Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

BARRATT, GEORGE BENJAMIN, Leeds, 
ll Ulf Rec, 24, Bond st, Leeds 

CHAMBERS, HELEN HARRIETT, Richmond, Surrey Jan ‘7 
atil 132, York rd, Wgstminster b.idge rd 

CHARLEY, FRANK, Hilldrop crea, Holloway, Journalist 
Jan 27 at 11.30 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

CLARK, ARTHUR, West Harting, Sussex Jan 25 at12 Off 
Ree, 124, Mariborough pl, Brightoa 

CLARKE, THOMAS, St. George’s rd, Pimlico J.n 27 at 12 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

COHEN, ARTHOR, Curzon et Jan 27 at 1 
bidgs, Carey st 

COLEMAN, JOHN, Bouyhton, Monchelsea, Kent, Corn Mer- 
chant Jan29 at 1l 9, King st, Maidst. ne 

ARTHUR WETHERS, Cheltenham, Licensed Vic- 

Jan 25 at 3.3u County Court bidgs, Uhelten- 


Tailor Jan 27 at 


Bankruptcy 


COOKE, 
tuailer 
ham 

DAWSON, THOMAS, Manchester, Window Cleaner Jan 27 
at 2.30 Of Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

ELLISTON, ARTHUR WILLIAM, Camoridge. Boot Repairer 
Jan 25 atl2 Off Rec, 5, Pettycury, Cambridge 
FLEKTWOOD, CHARLES HENRY, Victoria st, Insurance 


Broker Jan 27at11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

FLEMING, JOHN, silverdaie, Laucs, Bout Maker Jan 27 
at 11 Off Rec, 13, Winckley st, Preston 

FLErCHER, HARRY, Bradfurd, Jourueyman Piumber Jan 
25 at 10.3) Off Rec, 12, Duke st, Bradford 

Kine, RacuEL, Liechryd, Cardigan Jan 23 at 12.3) 


Off Rec, 4, Queen st, Carmartien 

LARABD, THOMAS FREDERICK, Kiogston upon Hall, Super- 
intebdent of Cargoes Jan 29 at 11.0 Off Rec, York 
City Bink chmbrs, Lowgate, Huil 

LLOYD, ARTHUR, U.chim, Plumber Jaa 28 at 11,20 Off 
Rec, Greaves st, Oldham 

MALTBY, ARTHUR MARSHALL, Tredegar, Mon, Clerk Jan 
25at11 Off Rec, 144,Commercial st, Newport, Mon 

MARGERISON, FREDERICK WILLIAM, Blackburn, Auctioneer 
Jan 27 at 10.39 Off Ree 13, Wiackley st, Preston 





White, 
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MIDELFORT, GusTAY, Park Village East, Regent's Park 
Jan 28 at lz Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey at 

NORBURY, WILLIAM, Salford, Cab Proprietor 
3.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

PARK, JAMES ELLIort, Eyneila rd, Dutwich Park Jan 29 
atl HBankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

PLATTS, FREDERICK, Pontefract, Yorks, Fried Fish 
Dealer Jan 27 at 10.30 Of Roe, 21, King at, Wake- 
fled 

PRITCHARD, JOHN Evoar Cassin, High rd, Kilburn, Clerk 
Jan 2ati2 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

ROSEBERKY, WILLIAM, Wisbvecn Saint Peter, Cambridg:, 
Feuit Grower Jan 25 at 1 Off Rec, 8, King st, 
Norwich 


Jan 27 at 


Simpson, JuHN CORNELIUS, Water.oo pl, Company Pro- | 


moter Jan 2vatiz.sv Bankruptcy b.dgs, Carey st 

THEWLIS, TEDBER, Wakefield, Baker Jan 4/ at li off 
Kec, 21, King st, Wakefield 

TROUT, HURCLess JAMas, >t Leonards on Sea, Fraiterer 
Jan 2% at 11.80 Off Rec, 12a, Maribvrough pil, 
Brighton 

VOLANS, LEONARD Jou, York, Grocer Jan 
Of Ree, The Ked House, Dungombe pl, York 

WaAkbD, THOMAS WILLIAM, Woiversampton, Pork Butcher 
Jan 28 at_l2 Of Kee, 30, Lichfield st, Wolverhamp- 


30 at 3 


ton 

Wenes, WILLIAM JAM&S, Salisbury Jan 28 atl1l1.30 Off 
tec, City chmbrs, Catherine st, Sa:isbury 

Woop, AktTHor, Heacon Norris, Lancs, Solicitor’s Clerk 
Jan 29at 12.15 Off Ree, 6, Vernon st, Stockport 

Wouprow, JAMes, Lonsdale rd, Barnes Jan 27 at 11.30 
132, York rd, Westminster Bidge rd 


ADJUDICATIONS, 


Apoock, ARTHUR JOHN, Manchester, 

chester Pet Dec & Urd Jan 13 
Jox, South Shields, Grocer 
tJani4 Ord Jan 14 

ARMITAGE, JOHN HILL, South Hiendley, nr Barnsley, 
Farner Barnsley PetJanls Ord Janu 15 

BARRKATT, GEORGE LKENJAMIN, Leeds, Tailor 
Jan 14 Ord Jan 14 

Bropir, A Jd, Riverview gdns, Putney, Commission Agent 
Wandsworth Pet Oct zz Ord Jau9 

BUSH, ARTHUR JAMES, Chatteiis, Cambridge, Fruiterer 
Peterborough Pet Jan 14 Ord Jan i4 

CARRABE, BENJAMIN KAOUL, Bristol, Cork 
Bristol Pet Jan 10 Ora Jan 1s 

CHAMBERS, HELEN-HARRIETT, Richmond, Surrey 
worth PetJan 14 Ord Jan ié¢ 

CLAKK, ARTHUR, West Harting, Sussex 
Jan 13 Ord Jan 18 

CLARKE, ANNIE, East Keal 
Janis Ord Jan 15 

COLEMAN, JoHN, Boughton Monchelsea, 
Merchant Maidstone Pet Jan 13 

DAWSON, THOMAS, Manchester, 
chester Pet Jan 13 

DE KIN, ANGELO High Court Pet Novis 

EVENS, PIERCE, Khosneigr, Anglesey, 
PetJan 14 Ord Jaul4 

FLEETWOOD, CHARLES HENRY, Victoria st, Westminster, 
lusurcance Broker High Court Pet Jau 14 O d Jan l4 

FLETCHER, HakkyY, Braaford, Journeyman Piu uber Brad- 
ford PetJan1l5 Ord Jan 15 

Fow en, Isaac, Kingston upon Hull, Restaurant Keeper 
Kiogston upon Hull Pet Janis Ord Jan 15 

GARKFORTH, ARTHUR ROWLAND, Sheffieid, Commission 
Agent Sheffield PetJan15 Ord Jan 15 

GILES, WALTER, Liford, Essex, Lead, Glass and 
Merchant Chelmsford Pet Novy Ord Jan 13 

KiNG, LEONARD WILLIAM, Swansea, Licensed Yictualler 
Swansea Pet Jan13 Ord Jan 13 

LARARD, THOMAS FREDERICK, Kingstoa upon 
Superintendent of Cargves Kingstun upou Hull 
Jan 16 Ord Jan 15 

LONGDON, WILLIAM, and VERNON GgeorGE CoBB, Notting- 
ham, Electrical Engineers Nottingham Pet Jan 15 
Ord Jan 15 

MARGERISON, FREDERICK 
tioneer and Valuer 
Jan 13 

Norsury, WILLIAM, Salford, Cab Proprietor 
Pet Jon 13 Ord Jan 13 

PLATTS, FREDERICK, Pontefract, Yorks, Fried Fish Dealer 
Wakefield PetJan 13 Ord Jan 18 

PRITCHARD, JOHN EpGak CASSIN, High rd, Kilburn, Clerk 
Hign Court Pet Jan 18 Ord Jaa 13 

SANSOME, PEKCY WILKINS, Pontypool, 
Newport, Mun Pet Jaal4 Ord Jan 14 

SCHLORESSER, FRANK, WUunley Cottage, 
Journalist Wandsworth Pet Aug zz 

THEWLIS, Tepper, Waketield, Baker 
Jan 13 Ord Jan 13 

THomas, ANN ELIZABETH, Trowbridge, Dressmaker 
Pet van l4 Ord Jan lé 

VOLANS, LEONARD JOHN, 
Janl4 Ord Jan l4 

W4RD, THOMAS WILLIAM, Wolverhampton, Pork Butcher 
Wolverhampton PetJan 13 Ura Jaa 13 

Webs, WILLIAM JAMES, Salisvury Salisbury 
Ord Jau 16 

W KEDES, FREDERICK WILLIAM THOMAS, Brighton, Grocer 
Brighton Pet Dec 18 Ord Jan 15 

WILLIAMS, HENRY, Clifton on Teme, Worcester, Journey- 
man Carpenter Worcester Pet Decll Ord Jan il 

Woop, ARTHUR, Heaton Norris, Lancs, Solicitor's Clerk 
Bteckport Pet Jan ii Urd Jan ll 


Amended Notice substituted fo: that publised in 
the London Gazette of November 26: 
CaMP, JosEPH JOHN, North Ovkenden, Essex, Boukkeeper 
High Court Pet Nov22 Ord Nov 2s 


Merchant Man- 


Newcastle upon 


Leeds Pet 


limporters 
Wands- 


Brighton Pet 


Fen, Lincola Boston Pet 
Ke nt, 
Ord Jan 13 
Window Cleaner 
Ord Jan 13 


Corn 
Man- 


Ord Jan 14 
Draper Bangor 


Paint 


Hull, 
Pet 


Auc- 
Ord 


WILLIAM, 
Blackburn 


Blackburn, 
Pet Dec l4 


Balford 


Mon, Dentist 


Kew Green, 
Ord Jan ¥ 


Wakeileld Pet 


Bath 
York 


York, Grocer Pet 


Pet Jan 15 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 
London Gazette. —TUESDAY, Jan, 21. 


AMATT, EpWIN GEORGE, Birmingham, Electro Plate 
Manufacwurer Birmingh,m Yer Janl Urd Jan 17 





ARKENSTALL, ARTHUR JAMES, Birmiogham Blectro Plate 
Manufacturer Birmingham Pet Jan 18 Ord Jan 18 

Barber, Jusse Henry, York, Grocer York Pet Jan 16 
Ord Jan 16 

BRECKNELL, FRANK, Stretford, Lancs, Herbalist Man- 
chester Pet Janu 17 Ord Jan 17 


Brows, E, Aldgate East chmbrs, Aldgate, Merchant High | 


Court’ Pet Dec 31 Ord Jan 16 

CORRIGAN, FRANCIS, Wigan, Licensed Victualler 
Pet Jan 16 Ord Jan 16 

DAViks, WALTER THOMAS, Pantmarchog , Cribin, Cardigan, 
Farmer Aberystwyth Pet Jan 17 Ord Jan 17 

EVANS, EDWARD WALTER DAVID, Liandyssul, Cardigan 
Carmarthen Pet Nov13 Ord Jan i8 

EVANS, THOMAS, Gillaca, Bargued, Glam, Collier Merthyr 
Tydfil Pet Jan 16 Urd Jan 16 

FORMAN, WILLIAM BARNSLEY, North Ormesby, nr Middles- 
beough, Hotel Manager Middlesbrough Pet Jan 15 
Ord Jau 15 

HILLMAN, Davis, Middlesex st, Mantle Manufacturer 
High Court Pet Nov 23 Ord Jan 17 

HUNDLEY, GEORGE FREDERICK, Harp alley, St Bride's st, 
L.thographer’s Manager HighCourt PetJan17 Ord 
Jan 17 

LANG, JACKSON, Old Burlington st, Physician 
Pet Nov 15 Ora Jan 15 

MARSHALL, CHARLES EDWARD, Sout!well, Notts, Tailor 
Nottingham Pet Jani8S Ord Jan 18 

MORKHAM, WILLIAM KEN, Lingfield, Surrey Tunbridge 
Wells Pet Jan 17 Ord Jan 17 

PARN&LL, THOMAS, Lezant, Cornwall, Farmer Plym uth 
Pet Jan 16° Ord Jan 16 

PRINOK, PETER ALBERT, Lincoln, Fruit Merchant Lincoln 
Pet Jan 13 Ord Jan 18 

PuRTON, JuHN, Gloucester Gloucester Pet Dec 30 Ord 
Jan 17 

SCHWEITZER, GEORGE FRITZ, Throgmorton st High Court 
Pet Oct 14 Ord Jan 16 

STOKViIS, LucIEN, Austinfr.ars, Banker High Court Pet 
Dec5 Ord Jan 16 

THOMPSON, SIDNEY CAWTHRON, Goole, Yorks, Canvasser 
Wakefield Pet Jan 17 urd Jan 17 

TROT’, NELSON HENRY, Regentst HigaCourt Pet Dec30 
Ord Jan 16 

VERONICK, HyMAN, Florin rd, Putney, Draper 
worth Pet Jan 16 Ord Jaa 16 

Wess, H F, Brewster rd, Leyton, Builder High Court 
Pet Nov9 Ord Jan 16 

WILLMOTT, ERNEST, Chatham, Builder Rochester Pet 
Jan 17 Ord Jan 17 


Wigan 


High Court 


Wauds- 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


AMATT, EpWIN George, Birmingham, Electro plate Manu- 
faccurer Jan 29 at 11.30 Kuskin chmbrs, 191, 
Corporation st, Birmingham 

ARMITAGE, JOK, South Shields, Grocer Jan 30 at 11 
Ulf Kec, 30 Mosley st, Newcastle upon Tyne 

ARMITAGE, JouN HILL, Upper Hiendley Farm, South 
Hieadley, ur Barnsley, Yorks, Farmer Jan 29 at 
1),.30 Of Kec, County Court Hall, Regent st (tast- 
gate entrance), Barnsley 

BARBER, JéSSKR MBNRY, York, Grocer Jan 3) at 2.30 
The Red House, Duncomve pl 

BETTS, ARTHUR, Neath, Glam, Grocer Jan 30 at 11 Off 
Rec, Government bidgs, 8t Mary's st, Swansea 

BRECKNELL, FRANK, Stretford, Lancs, Herbalist Jan 30 at 
3 Olf Rec, Byrom st, Maachester 

Brown, E, Aldgate East chmbrs, Aldgate, Merchant Jan 
20 at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

CLARKE, ANNId, East Keal Fen, Lincs, Farmer 
12 Off Rec, 4 and 6, West st, Buston 

DUGAN, ALICE ELIZABETH, Bristol, Boarding House Keeper 
Jan 29at 11.45 wif Rec, 26, Baidwia st, Bristul 

EVANS, THOMAS, Gilfach, Bargoed, Glam, Collier Jan 29 
at 12.30 Of Rec, County Yourt, Towa Hall, Merthyr 
Tydfil ' 

FORMAN, WILLIAM BARNSLEY, North Ormesby, nr Middles- 
brough, Yoras, Hotel Manager Jan 30 at 11.30 Of 
Kec, Court chmbrs, Albert rd, Middlesbroagh 

FowLeR, Isaac, divgston upon Hull, Restaurant Keeper 
Jan 30 at 11.30 Off Rec, York City bank chmbrs, 
Lowgate, Huil 

GARFORTH, ARTHUR ROWLAND, Walkley, Sheffield, Com- 
mission Agent Jan 29 at 1130 Om Rec, Figtree ln, 
Sheffield 

HILLMAN, DAVIS, Midd‘es:x st, Mantle Manufacturer 
Feb 3 at 12 Bankruptcy bldigs, Carey st 

HUNDLEY, GEORGE FREDERICK, Harp aliey, St Bride’s st, 
Lithographers Manager Feb 3 at 11.30 Bankrupécy 
bidgs, Carey st 

KING, LEONARD WILLIAM, Swansea, Licensed Victualler 
Jan 29 at 11 Om Kec, Government bidgs, Sc Marys 
st, Swansea 

LANG, JACKSON, Old Burlington st, Physician Feb 3 at 11 
Bankruptcy b.dgs, Carey st 

MEGGITT, SAMUKL, Wolverhampton, Lock Mavuufacturer 
Jan 30.at 12 Off Rec, 3u, Licafield st, Wolverhamp- 
ton 

Rossins, Harry, Evesham, Worcester, Cycle Dealer Jan 
29 at 11.30 Off Kee, 11, Copenhagen st, W orcester 

SANSOME, PeRCY WILKINS, Pontypool, Moa, Dentist Jan 
zvatll Of Rec, 144, Commercial st, Newport Mon 

SCHWEITZER, GEORGE FRITZ, Ihrogmurtun st Jan 30 at 
12 ba kruptcy blds, Carey st 

STOKVIS, LuciEN, Austia friars, Banker 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

THOMAS, ANN ELIZABsTH, Trowbridge, Wilts, Dressmaker 
Jan 20at12 Off Kec, 26, Baldwiao at, Bristol 

THOMPSON, SIDNEY CAWTHRON, Goole, Yorks, Canvasser 
Feb 6 10.30 O/ff Rec, 21, King st, Wakefield 

Trott, NELSON HENRY, Kegent st Jan 30 atl Bank- 
ruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Wesb, H F, Brewster rd, Leyton, Builder Jan 30 at 11 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

W HETMAN, GEORGE EDMUND, Devizes, Mechanical Engineer 
Jan 29 at 11.30 Off Rec, 26, Baiwin st, Bristol 

WILLMOTT, ERNEST, Chatham, Builder Feb 4 at3 115 
High st, Rochester 


Feb 4 at 


Jan 31 at 12 





ADJUDICATIONS, 


BARBER, Jessk HENRY, York, Grocer York Pet Jan 1¢ 
Ord Jan 16 

BRECKNELL, FRANK, Stretford, Lancs, 
chester Pet Jani7 Ord Jan 18 

BROMLEY-WILSON, Sir MAURICE (Baronet), Milnethorpe, 
Westmorland Kendal Pet Nov 30 Ord Jan 15 

BURNS, JAMES, and WILLIAM SPEDDING, Whitchaven, 
Cumberland ; Moorgate Moresby, Cumberland, Stock 
Brokers Whitehaven Pet Dec9 Ord Jan17 

CORRIGAN, FRANC 8, Wigan, Lancaster Licensed Vic 
tualier Wigan PetJani6 Ord Jan 16 

DUGAN, ALICE ELIZABETH, Bris 0), Boarding-house Keeper 
Bristol Pet Jan13 Ord Jan 17 

EVANS, THOMAS, Gilfach, Bargoed, Glam, Collier Merthyr 
Tydfil PetJan 16 Ord van 16 

FORMAN, WILLIAM BARNSLEY, No.th Ormesby. nr Mid- 
dlesbrough, Hotel Manager Middlesbrough Pet 
Jan 16 Ord Jan 15 

GRIMME?T, JOHN, and ARTHUR EDWARD HUSBAND, Corn 
Exchange chmbrs, Seetning In, Cornu Merchants High 
Court Pet Dec 28 Ord Jan 17 

GUNNELL, EDWARD JOHN, Ludiow, Salop, Toacconist 
Leominster Pet Jan13 Ord Jan 16 

HUNDLEY, GEORGE FREDERICK, Harp alley, St Bride st, 
Lithographers Manager High Court Pet Jan 17 
Ord Jan 17 

ILLINGWORTH, WILLIAM, Southampton row, Stone Mer- 
chant High Coart Pet Jan 3 Ord Jan 17 

Iv£sON, ALBERT ERNEST, Cromwell rd, South Kensing. 
ton Surveror High Court Pet May 14 Ord Jan 17 

KING, RACHEL, Llechryd, Cardigan, Licensed Victualler 
Carmarthen Pet Dec31 Ord Jan 18 

MARSHALL, CHARLES EDWARD, Sout well, Notts, Ta lor 
Nottingham PetJani18 Ord Jan 18 

May, CHARLES Henry, Edgbaston, Birmingham, Account- 
aut Birmingham Pet Nov 28 Ord Jau 14 

MORKHAM; WILLIAM KEN, Lingjield, Surrey Tunbridge 
Welis Pet Jan17 Ord Jau 17 

PARNELL, THOMAS, /Trekenner Farm, L2zant, Cornwall, 
Farmer Plymouth Pet Jan 16 . Ord Jan 16 

Pripeavux, R A, Worthing Brighton Pet Sept 27 
Jan 15 

PxKINCE, PETER ALBERT, Lincoln, Fruit Merchant Line 
coln Pet Janis Ord Jan 18 

ROBBINS, HARRY, Evesham, Cycle Dealer Worcester Pet 
Dee 28 Ord Jan 18 

ScHMIDT, MARTIN, and MAX RUDOLF SCHMIDT, Aldersgate 
st, Provision Dealers Higa Court Pet Uct 15 Ord 
Jan 16 

Spink, Jon, Liverpool st, Land Agent High Court 
Pet Oct 16 Ord Jan 16 

THOMPSON, SIDNEY CAWTHRON, Goole, Yorks Canvasser 
Wakefield Pet Jan 17 Ord Jan 17 

Trovt, HURCLESss JAMES, St Leonards on Sea, Fruitere® 
Hastings Pet Oct 15 Ord Jan 17 

VERONICK, HyMAN, Florin rd, Putney, Draper 
worth Pet Jan 16 Ord Jan 16 

Wittmorr, Ernest, Chatham, Builder Rochester Pet 
Jan 17 Ord Jan 17 

WITHERS, ALFRED Ross, Greencroft gdns, Hampstead 
High Court Pet July 5- Ord Jan 16 

Wooprow, JAmESs, Lonsdale rj, Barnes Wandsworth 
Pet Dec 14 Ord Jan 17 


Herbalist Man- 


Org 


Wands- 


Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Jan 10 : 


MAY, JAMES EDWARD, Benenden, Kent, Tailor Maidstone 
Pet Jan 6 Ord Jan 6 





BiLDON LAW SCHOLARSHIP.—An 

Election of a Scholar will take place on Wednesday, 
the 5th of March, 1913. Applications with the requisite 
certificates, forms of which should be obtained from the 
Secretary, must be [delivered at his Office, 5, New-square, 
Lincoin's Ian, London, in a sealed envelope, addressed to 
him on or before Saturday, the 220d of February, 1912. 
The words “ Eldon Scholarship Candidate's Application 
must appear on the outside of the eavelope. 

Canuidates must be Protestants of the Church of Eng- 
land and Members of the University of Oxford, ani must 
have pissed their examinations for the degree of Bachelor 
of Arts, and mnst eicher have been placed in the first 
class in one at least of the Finai Honour Schools of 
literae humaniores, mathematies, history or jurisprudence, 
or in the examination in the Faculty of Law, or have 
gained one of the Chancellor's prizes, or the Ireland or 
Hertford Scholarship, or the Vinerian Law Scholarship, and 
must intend to follow the professionof the Law. 

The Scholarship is of the value of £200 a year and is 
tenable for three years, provided that the Scholar keeps 
his terms regularly at oue of the Inns of Court. 


WALTER TROWER, Secretary. 
5, New-square, Lincoln’s-inn, W.C., 22nd Jaauary, 1913. 


QyrItyY 


THE CORPORATION OF SHEFFIELD are prepared to 
ACCEPT LOANS of £100 and upwards in multiples of £10, 
on Mortgage at £3 10s. 0d. per cent. per annum, subject 
to six months’ notice from any date, or fora term of Three 
or Five Years, and then subject to six months’ notice at 
any time. 

Mortgages are preparel free of cost to the Investor, 
Interest payable half-yearly, 1st March and 1st September. 


App! 
~~ JAMES W. WRIGAT, City Treasurer, 
Town Hall, Sheffield. 





OF SHEFFIELD 











